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ation is concerned, remain unchanged. _ In 
, ace, we have the proposed committee 
¢ fifteen, with no original jurisdiction, but setting 
° le ag a revisory court; it is their duty to weigh 
nce and determine whether it sustains the 
i thirdly, we have the Committee of the 
Whole House. All these committees must pass 
affirmatively upon each section of the bill separately 
before it is laid befere the House, and in tlre 
House the rule guaranties to every member the 
right to demand a separate vote upon any section 
of the bill to which he may object. ( 
seem to me that if a bill has passed three commit- 
sees of this House section by section, and has 
then run the hazard of a separate vote by sections 
in the House, no reasonable man ought to object 
to its becoming & law. 

If the House does not choose to adopt this rule, 
Ihope at least we shall do something to relieve pri- 
vate claimants from the crushing and overpowering 
influence of a single member when pronouncing 
those potential words, ‘I object!” **1 object!” 
How often the heedless or captious use of these 
words has sent honest claimants in sadness and in 
eorrow from this Hall! Letus snatch from them 
thisunnatural power and restore them to their ori- 
ginal modest position in our political vocabulary, 
and we shall have taken one step at least towards 
a salutary reform. 

Mr. DARBY. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a bill, the object of 
which is to settle difficulties in relation to certain 
land titles in the State of Missouri, merely for the 
purpose of reference. 

Mr. BROWN. I will not object, unless it in- 
terferes with my resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It will not interfere with the 
resolution before the House, if introduced by 
unanimous consent, 

Mr. DARBY then, by unanimous consent, and 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced the 
following bill; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, viz: 


vesug 
the second pl 


only as 
the evide 
report; ane 


A bill to settle disputes and difficulties in relation to cer- 
tain land titles in the State of Missouri. 


Mr. SWEETSER. The proposition of the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] is an 
important one; and without having had time to 
examine it or to reflect upon it, I speak from first 
impressions. I feel disposed to state to the House 
the objections which present themselves to my 
mind, before allowing such a reso'ution to pass. 

This resolution proposes to establish an appel- 
late jurisdiction to the present Committee on 
Claims appointed under the standing rules of the 
House, for the purpose of a preliminary investi- 
gation of claims which may be presented for the 
action of Congress. It seems to me that every 
gentleman who has had an experience in relation 
to claims in this House, must be satisfied that 
there is no necessity of throwing additional ob- 
structions in the way of presenting them here; 
and I do not want to create any additional obsta- 
cles. There is now already a conflict between the 
jurisdiction of some of the committees of this 

ouse. I will not consume the time of the House 

upon that subject; but will proceed to state briefly 
My points of objection. 
_ loppose this proposition upon the ground that 
it will throw difficulties in the way of presenting 
claims before this House, and will be productive 
of no good; but, on the contrary, it will produce 
-voarrassment instead of sweeping away the dif- 
ieulties which the gentleman who has presented 
it anticipates, 

But there is another objection to this proposi- 
tion, and one which strikes at the very foundation 
of the whole plan. This resolution proposes to 
pat Into the hands of this general committee, all 
he claims which may have heen approved by the 
standing Committee on Claims, and the other 
standing committees of the House, as well as bills 
‘hat may come here feom the Senate. This com- 


mittee is to have the supervision and report a gen- 
er 
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Now, it does | 


al bill, upon which, to a great extent, the whole ll 
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.mass will be carried through or defeated together, 
without an opportunity of testing the merits of 
any one proposition by itself. Such must be the 
practical result. Now, Mr. Speaker, the result of 
this policy will be, that instead of being able to 
\| investigate fully and fairly, as we now do, the 
claims of individuals, they will all be put upon one 
common platform, and disposed of by one vote. 
| Under this state of things, like other bills in which 
the great western interests are involved, combi- 
nations will be formed whith will carry the whole 
through, because they cannot be separated with- 
out sundering the combinations upon which the 
report was produced, when perhaps some members 
would desire to vote for a portion, and against the 
residue. The instrumentalities which produced 
the favorable report would be pledged to war upon 
any attempt to mar the beauty and symmetry of 
the bill, as a whole. 
I am not one of those who desire any new fa- 
| cilities for invading the Treasury of the country. 


I am not in favor of affording any new facilities | 


| for the prosecution of fraudulent claims which are 
seeking payment from the people’s representa- 
tives. This House, holding, as it does, the equita- 
ble conscience of the nation, should be careful 
in its action upon such matters. The general 
provisions of law for the liquidation of claims 
| are exceedingly liberal, and with a liberal admin- 
istration of the Government, my judgment is, 
an adequate remedy is generally found in the 
Executive branch of the Government, and that a 
large proportion of the claims presented to Con- 
gress ought not to meet with favor anywhere. 

I have been in Washington lone enouch to be 
aware of the instrumentalities used inthe advocacy 
of claims here, and | will never give mv vote for 
the purposes of increasing the approaches to the 
Treasury through the House of Representatives. 

Why, sir, I will present you with a’single case 
in point. Take the bill which passed the House 
at the last session, in which most of the western 
members felt more or less interest—the river and 
harbor bill. Take all the river and harbor bills 
which have been passed by this House, and it is 

| well known that if the sum total of the appropria- 
tions had been presented in separate bills, not one 
half of them would ever have received the votes of 
members that were known to be favorable to river 
and harbor appropriations. I voted for all these 
bills, yet there has not been one reported to this 
| House which has met my approbation in detail. 
Western gentlemen have voted for those bills 
which took millions out of the Treasury in order 
that they might get a small portion of what they 
thought their particular section greatly needed, 
and were justly entitled to; and when we are 
arraigned by our constituents for giving these 
votes, the only reply we can make is, that we are 
| compelled to give them in order to secure appro- 
| priations for our own sections of the country. 
For the purpose of building up our own interests 
we are compelled to surrender the Treasury of the 
country to those men who seek to run in their 
arms up to their elbows. But establish this gen- 
eral committee—this appellate jurisdiction from 
the Committee on Claims, and the other commit- 
| tees who may have charge of private claims, and 
you will havein one bill various claims, which may 
be disposed of by a combination of interest, ad verse 
to the public Treasury. You will permit these 
men, whose tender feelings sometimes mislead their 
judgments, to come here and vote the money out 
of the Treasury, where, as representatives, the 
should prefer duty to sympathy—should be alivd 
ians, instead of aiding in plundering the Treasury. 

There is no getting round this matter. It seems 

to me that there is no man, who has had any 
| considerable experience in the House, that will 
not readily give his assent to the practical working 


| It is dangerous not only to the fair investigation 
| . 

| to the Treasury to send these claims en masse to 
|| this House, for its action through a general com- 
mittee. No, sir, [ am opposed to the whole 
proposition. I voted against the proposition in 


of the proposed measure, to the effect as stated. | 


of an individual claim of merit, but it is dangerous | 
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| the Thirty-first Congress to establish a board of 
claims. 

I repeat, if the Executive branch of the Govern- 
ment pursues anything like a liberal policy in its 
adjudication of demands made upon the Govern- 
ment, the citizens have ample opportunity to have 
all just claims liquidated. With fraudulent claim- 
ants, | have no sympathy. If the general laws 
are deficient, let us apply the proper remedy. I 
do not hesitate to avow my favorable opinion toa 
change of the policy in relation to the adjudication of 
claims against the Government. I would strip from 
the Government its present transcendent shield, 
and permit individuals to sue the Government in the 
ordinary tribunals of the country, in the locality 
where the cause of action originated, and not com- 
pel citizens to come to Washington to seek indi- 
rectly what they have a right to demand at the 
hands of court and jury in their own vicinage 

Let the remedies which are common between 
man and man apply to the Government; when that 
change is made, and not till then will the evils, 

| delays, and injustice complained of, be remedied. 
| undertake to say that a law which we passed 
at the last session, which further shields the Gov- 
ernment from the importunities of agents and at- 
tornevs, and renders all such fiduciary void in the 
dealings of the Government, was a great error, 
and it seems that every step taken is better caicu- 
lated to augment existing evils, than to give reme- 
dies for existing evils either to the citizen or the 
Government. It was my opinion at the time we 
vassed that law, that it was an outrage. [ think 
so yets I think we had better change our policy, 
and instead of increasing committees of this House, 
I would rather throw open the doors of the courts 
of justice, and let every man who has an honest 
claim against the Government, have redress in the 
courts of justice. All this idea that the Govern- 
ment can do no wrong, and that it always pays its 
creditors, when a just demand is made, in my 
judgment, is long since exploded. 1 would open 
| the courts of justice, and let every man, who has 
| a claim against the Government for a violation of 
¢ontract, or otherwise, have it submitted and de- 
termined upon, as are claims between man and 
man, 
[Here a message was received from the Senate 
| by the hands of Aspury Dickins, its Secretary, 
informing the House that the Senate had chosen 
the Hon. Davin R. Arcnison their President pro 
tempore. | 
| Mr.S., (resuming.) I hope, before the Tlouse 
seriously passes upon a proposition of this kind, 
those gentlemen who take an interest in this class 
of questions, will look into this matter, and if the 
| time has come when there should be a change of 
policy, let us make that change which will relieve 
the National Legislature from this burden. If the 
Government stands out, through its Executive de- 
partments, and through its officers, aguinst honest 
claims of individuals, let them go into the courts 
of justice, and there have their redress against the 
Government as they would against individuals, 
and submit their case te a jury who are better pre- 
pared to do justice both to the Government and to 
individuals, than any committee of this House. 
This extension of power, and this attempt to 
create an appellate jurisdiction, in my judgment, 
is only increasing difficulties. I would as soon 
trust the present Committee on Claims, with the 
careful and distinguished gentleman [Mr. Dante] 
who is at the head of that committee, as | would 
this committee of fifteen; because, as honorable 
gentlemen know perfectly well, these claims will 
be apportioned out to the individual members of 
that committee, who will! report their judgment to 
the committee, which will be adopted by them 
withoutany further investigation; provided always, 
that it would be possible to ever get a querum in 
a committee of fifteen; and thus in fact the revort 
of the committee is the report of a single indiviu- 
ual. [t would give no additional security either 
to the validity or the truthfulness of the claim; 
but on the contrary, it will impede legislation to 
| some extent, and throw difficulties in the way; in 
|| other words, it will make more men to be ap- 
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proached in the prosecution of these claims, than 
there are by the present rules of this House. 

I will say in conelusion, that if there is to be 
any change in our policy, and we are not able to 
mete out ample justice to the citizens of the coun- 
try who have claims against the Government, let 
us open our courts of justice to them, where they 
can obtain justice. ! 
to come, before the demands of our constituents 
and justice are satisfied, 
no longer. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I do not see 
any possible difficulty which can result from the 
adoption of this rule. The report of the general 
committee on claims, according to this rule, will 
not by any means be conclusive upon the House. 
The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sweerser,} who 
has just addressed the House, seemed to argue as 
if it would. It will not, sir. Every member of 
the House will have the same right then to record 
his vote against any claim; he will be in the same 
position to guard the Treasury, and to keep it 
from being robbed; yes, sir, from being robbed, 
as he has got now. 

I am not disposed, Mr. Speaker, to look upon 
claims against this Government, generally, as med- 
itated robberies. I am inclined to think there are 
a great many unjust claims presented before the 
Government, but I think there are a great many 
just ones which have been sleeping here for half a | 
century, perhaps longer, But if gentlemen were 
to open the courts of justice, and let the Govern- | 
ment become a party, the Government would be 
compelled by the juries of the country, to pay 
millions which this House has not paid, and which 
preceding Houses have not paid. I am not pre- 
pared to say that I would send claims to courts of 
justice. 

But, sir, our present system of investigating 
claims is a very bad one. All know that. By 
the rules of this House we spend two days of the 
week upon them. We waste time enough, but 
what progress do we make? As the gentleman 
from Mississippi says, one of these days is called 
objection dé ys and that is auseless day. No dis- 
cussion ts allowed. A claim istaken up, the Clerk 
reads a long report to the House until he is hoarse, 
to which perbaps not more than fifteen members 
of the House are listening. ‘Then some oie says 
© J object!”’ and thus ends the matter for that day. 
This we know by experience. And on discussion 


I will detain the House 
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| 


| 

| 

To that point we shall have 
I 

| 


| against this Government, as just and as legal as | 





Mr. CLEVELAND. 


vote down fhe previous question, 
The House was then divided on the call for the 


| previous question, and there were 62 in the affirm- 
|| ative, and 67 in the negative. 


So the call was not sustained. 
Mr. CLEVELAND. 


PHENS,] that this is a matter of some importancé 
to claimants. I believe we all shall agree that 


| some better mode than we now have should be 
| 


devised for the purpose of doing justice to private 
claimants. We know that men who have claims 


one man cin have against another, are denied a 


_ trial of them, year after year—some ten, twenty, 





day, after the same length of time taken up in read- || 


ing the report, a few members speak to the ques- 
tion, while not half a dozen are listening. When 


a vote is taken, the committee finds itself without 
a quorum. And the balance of the day is con- 
sumed in calling the roll. 

Now, sir, I think if these two days were devoted 
to public business, and fifteen members of this 
House were selected by the Speaker, and put 
upon this general committee on claims, to which 
all such matters should be submitted, the interests 
of the Treasury and the right of claimants would | 
both be better protected than under the present 
system. I see, as I said in the beginning, no pos- | 
sible evil, either to the Treasury, or to claimants, 
to arise from the establishment of this rule. Its 
adoption would be one step in the right way, and 
I am, therefore, inclined to support the resolution. | 

I call for the previous question. 

Mr. STUART. I hope the gentleman will | 
withdraw that call. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I suppose that every gen- 
tleman’s mind is made up on this question. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman 
from Georgia permit me to suggest an amendment 
which I wish to offer? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I will hear thegentleraan’s | 
suggestion, and for that purpose withdraw the call 
for a moment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I propose to amend 
the proposition by limiting the time at which the 
committee shall report this general bill to the | 
House—say forty days before the close of the | 
session. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Letthem report when they | 
are ready; I cannot withdraw the call for the 
purpose of introducing that amendment. The | 
House at all times will have the control of this, as | 
it has of every other committee under the rules of | 
the House. 

Mr. STANLY. I hope the previous question | 
will be withdrawn. It is too important a matter | 


to be pressed in this way. 


| from that, this House will see that the effect of the | 
It denies | 
to the man who happens to have against him the | 





| taken in that part of his argument. 


aud even thirty years or more. Now thiscertainly 


is not right. We have the power to deny justice, 
and we use that power. 


The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Brown} 


ESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1 agree, Mr. Speaker, | 
with the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Sre-| 


has offered a proposition to the House by which | 
he proposes to aid the claimants, and at the same | 


time to guard the Treasury. So fur as his inten- 
tion is concerned, I certainly go with him. That 


something should be done, we all agree; but I ask | 
| the gentleman to look at it, and see if he will 


thereby accomplish the object he has in view. If 
I understand the use of this committee, proposed 
by the gentleman’s resolution, it is to pass upon 
claims which have received the favorable consid- 


| eration of the now existing Committee on Claims. 


If 1 am wrong, the gentleman will correct me. 
Its duty is to reéxamine and report upon the 
claims which are favorably acted upon by the now 
existing committee. 
doing justice to the claimants who go before that 
committee, and find a majority of the committee 
against them? I ask whether the great body of 
claimants who go there to adjudicate their claims, 


| and are rejected—and far be it fromme to say that 
| the committee is so perfect as not to reject a just 
claim—are not precluded from any consideration | 
| of the committee of fifteen? They are shut out 
entirely; and so far as | understand the object of | 
the mover, and the effect of his resolution, it is | 
virtually to deny to a man, who is so unfortunate | 
| as to have a majority of one on the Committee on 


Claims against him, the right to havea trial before 
the committee of this House. Is it not so? Is 
not that the effect of his resolution? 
that the kind of justice that we are to extend to 
these men, and tell them that we do it for the pur- 


pose of enabling them to have nape trial, and | 
hy, si 


to have justice done them? sir, so far 
resolution will be to add insult to injury. 


report of the Committee on Claims, the right of a 
trial in this House. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, (interrupting.) | 


If my friend will allow me, he is altogether mis- 
A claim which 


Now, lL ask whether that is | 


And is | 
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= 











I hope the House will | ered there, itis reported back to th ; 


© House f,, 
id the gentle. 
ACLION of t} 

: the 
Under his resolution 
pursued as is Pursved 


e 

|| final action. And ldo not understar 
man to propose to do away with the 
committee in the House. 

the same courée is to be 
now. 

I ask, then, whether this resolution w 
the crying evils admitted on all hand 
Clearly not. All complain of the negle 
on the part of the House, and not th 
action on the part, of the committee, Each 
of the members of the Committee on Claims - 
| five, ten, or twenty reports to submit on claims 

vestigated at the last session, but have not yet hed 
the opportunity to report. During the las; o. 
| sion they were precluded from reporting to t), 
| House in consequence of the Committee oy Pub. 
| lie Lands having exhausted day after day, til < 
‘termination of the session, the time set apart for 
|| the reception of reports from the standing ion 
} 
| 


ill remedy 
8 0 exig:? 
ctof ACtion 
€ neglect of 


mittees, and private claimants were the sufferers 
If the House were willing now, instead of wasiin, 
away Friday and PONeNy the days appropriated 
| by the rules for the consideration of the business 
on the Private Calendar, struggling to get up other 
business, in the consideration of and action on 
rivate claims, I believe there would be cause fy, 
bat little complaint. Business then would be 
dispatched with more promptness than. if this gq. 
| ditional and somnenenien machinery were added 
| And would it not be fairer to those who have thei; 
| claim rejected before the Committee on Claims jp 
have them presented and considered by the Com. 
mittee of the Whole House? The great difficuliy 
is not obviated by the gentleman’s resolution atall, 
|| It is a difficulty growing out of the disposition op 
1 the part of the House, and which found a mouth. 


|| piece in the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sweersir| 


| this morning, to consider every man who comes 
here with a claim as a robber of the Treasury; 
|| What chance has an honest claimant before men 
who deem themselves specially charged to euard 
the coffers of the Government? I deny that any 
member has the right to protect the Treasury 
against just and righteous claims On the Gover- 
ment, because he has the power so to do, any more 
than a private individual has the right to plead the 
statute of limitations against a claim he knows to 
| be just, and which he honestly owes his neighbor. 

he remedy is within our reach, and that 
remedy should be applied. It is that members 
on Fridays and Saturdays should be in their 
places, and attend to this peculiar kind of busi- 
ness. The creation of a new committee would 
not dispose the House to devote the two days in 
the week more strictly to private business than it 
|| now does, and when the general bill should be re- 
ported by the Erenseer committee of fifieen, those 
'| whose claims happened to be rejected by the pri- 
mary committee, would move their ae ag 
amendments, deeming injustice had been done 


them; and that general bill would occupy more of 


ting 





shall be rejected before the committee, will have || the time of the House than the civil and diplo- 


precisely the same chance in the House which it 
now has. When the bill comes before the Com- 


mittee of the Whole, a member may offer it as an | 


amendment; and if he can get it in, it is all right 
enough. 


Mr. CLEVELAND. I am much obliged to 
the gentleman for the correction. He says, but 


with a good deal of significance, if he can get it in, | 


he will havea trial. Every one knows that the 


object of the appointment of this committee is to | 


shut them out, and if that is not the effect of it, I 
beg to know, when this billis offered to the House, 
if we are to have every man who differs with the 
majority of theordinary committee, moving amend- 
ments to it? If so, clearly this additional ma- 
chinery will require additional water and wind 
power, and will be productive of anything but 
speedy justice to claimants, which is the object the 
genuieman has, no doubt, in view. In the adop- 
tion of the resolution, you will add troublesome 
machinery, which, instead of promoting the in- 
terests of honest claimants, only throws obstacles 
in the way of a fair trial. How are private bills 
now brought before us? Every one knows that 
the claim when presented is referred to one of the 
standing committees, which’ committee, as the or- 
gan of the House, gives the member having the 
claim in charge a hearing, and reports to us on 
the facts submitted. The bill, if favorably reported 
on, is then referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House for its examination. After being consid- 


|| matic appropriation bill now does. It is not fair, 
'| and will not remedy the evil that exists. That 
was intended to remedy it, I have nodoubt. That 
the evil exists, none deny. Itis a great one, and 
needs aremedy. That remedy is in our hands, 
and duty demands that we should apply it. The 
remedy is to attend to cases reported from the 
committees, and mete out justice as promptly as 
it can reasonably be done. 

If additional legislation be the object of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, in my judgment it would 
be better that the Speaker should be authorized # 
each succeeding session to appoint a Claims Com- 
mittee, to have power to sit during such time as 
they may find it necessary for the investigation 0! 
claims; and, if needs be, to hold their session dv- 
ring the recess of Congress, with authority tor 
portat any time. This, it seems to me, would be 
a better proposition than the one for the establish- 
ment of a board of claims, or the present one for 
the appointment of a committee of fifteen, with 
powers of revision. I am as unwilling to loosen the 
purse-strings of the Government without reaso?, 
as any other member; but when a claimant comes 
|| here, his claim should be investigated and acted 00 
as speedily as possible When aman says he's 
| the creditor of the Government, the Governmer' 
eught to have enough honor and sense of juste 
to respond, that if he sati the representatives 





| of * people that the claim is a just one, it will be 
willing to pay it. 
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tr. BROWN. I wish to correct the gentle- 
Mr. he goes along, because I do not intend to 
as = BD! 
the floor again. ge 
f his points, and it is this: He talks 


man 
occupy 
Len in one O 


{ 
| 


The gentleman is mis- | 


= onointing a committee to sit in vacation. 
aly ut app >.> ea } i 

Oe a eoramittee is wholly unnecessary, because | 

' a - that investigation before committees is not 
reper < 5 


nt. You have enough of investiga- 
h of reports, and more than enough. 
want is final and definite action. 


what you wa 
tion and enoug 
What we do 
committ 


18 


ee, sir, is intended to combine all | 
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favorable reports in ome propoesne’s so that in- | 
vad of being compelled to pass one hundred | 
narate bills, to go one hundred times through | 
he santé levislative forms, you accomplish the 
aiihe by going through them once. 
The gentleman seems to apprehend, if unfa- 


yorable reports are made by the committees, as 
they are now organized, that will be the end of 
the claim. 
favorably, 
; they now do. ; , 
wrerfere at all with the present mode of disposing 
of unfavorable reports, but I propose that favora- 
hie reports shall all pass in review before this com- 
mittee of fifteen, and if approved, the bills that 
¢liow them shall be combined in one general bill. 
i would not send unfavorable reports to this com- 


they will report to the House precisely 


I wou 
mittee, —_ 
nurely a committee of revision. If errors have 
heen committed in favor of claimants belaw, the 
Government will have the advantage of a revision 
of them before this committee; but if the report is 


Not so, sir; if the committees report un- | 


I do not propose in this rule to | 


because it is, as you will perceive, to be | 


unfavorable it is made to the House, and treated | 


Mr, CLEVELAND. 


vemtleman’s explanation. 


I am grateful for the 
Suppose one hundred 


such reports now are. [hope | am understood. | 


bills be reported favorably from the Committee on | 


Claims, and being sent to the committee of fifteen, 
where claimants are subjected to a new trial and 


further trouble,-and that committee after examin- | 


ation report in favor of only sixty-five, what be- 
comes of the other thirty-five? The other com- 


mittees of the House report on all subjects com- | 


mitted to their charge, favorably or otherwise. 

Mr. BROWN. 
favorably reported upon by the present Committee 
on Claims, and sent up to the general committee 
on claims, and that general committee rejects it, 
it wil be returned to the Committee on Claims, 
who can report it to the House as having received 
their favorable action, but the unfavorable action 
of the general committee. It has then a better 


‘W hen a case should have been 


chance for getting into the general bill by way of | 
amendment than if it had been reported against by | 


the Committee on Claims; so that the claimant, or 
his representative, need not despair. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. The House,1 think, by 
this time has seen that the committee proposed to 


be raised is unnecessary, and that the additional | 


machinery will be very troublesome. It is to class 
the claims and class the reports. 


All the advan- | 
tages the gentleman promises to the country on the | 


adoption of his proposition, is simply this—and if | 


| mistake he will correct me—that there shall be 
reported a general bill embracing such claims as 
are reported favorably upon by the Committee‘on 
Claims, and of which the general committee ap- 
prove. It seems to me that it would be better and 
cheaper, instead of creating a new committee, to 
allow the existing one to report a general bill em- 


bodying all the claims they have passed favorably | 


upon. It would be quite as well as to haye the 
claims go through another mill. 
Mr. BROWN. Allow Who to combine them? 
Mr. CLEVELAND. 


Claims. 


Mr. BROWN. 


The Committee on | 


Would you require the Com- | 


Many come from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. Private claims are acted 
on and reported by other committees besides the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose that the committee of fifteen shall have the 
supervision of reports from all other committees 
on private claims? 

Mr. BROWN. I propose that they shall re- 
vise reports on claims, whether they come from 
the Committee on Claims or any other committee. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. The presumption is that 
all claims are sent to the Committee on Claims with 
rare exceptions. It seems to me that there are dif- 
ficulties attending this measure greater than those 
intended to be remedied. As I have said already, 
in my judgment, the difficulty tan be overcome by 
members attending in their places, and devoting 
private bill days exclusively to the consideration 
of private claims. 

And, sir, I repeat again, that it does seem to me 
if | have a claim against the Government, and my 
neighbor has twenty others, that | ought to have 
the privilege of having it examined by the only tri- 
bunal to which I can appeal, independent of those 
twenty, and separately reported upon, whether 
favorably or not. If the report be for me, let it 
go to the Committee of the Whole and undergo 
investigation; and if it be against me, let me have 
an opportunity of advocating its justice. I do not 
believe in grouping claims. Without any such 
intention on the part of the mover of the proposi- 
tion, | know it would give an admirable oppor- 
tunity for log-rolling. Claims would be passed 
through that committee with great facility, as every 
one will see. I would much rather simplify than 
render more complicated our proceedings here. 
The addition of new committees would embarrass 
the action of the House, and lead to incorrect re- 
sults. In my judgment, the proposition is fraught 
with great danger. I hold that every man who 
has aclaim against the Government, has a right 
to have that claim heard and acted upon by the 
only tribunal that has the power to pay. And 
permit me to say, that because we cannot be sued 
is the very reason, if we are honorable men, why 
we should not delay an hour’s action on any honest 
claim against the Government. Throwing obsta- 


cles in the way of claims because we have the 


power to do so, and erying out ** Save the Treas- 
ury!’’ ** Savethe Treasury !”’ is not the honorable 
dealing expected of us. The American people say 
to claimants, that the American Congress, pre- 
sumed to be composed of the most honorable and 
enlightened men in the country, will, if you have 
a just claim, consider and promptly act Upon it. 
But what is the fact? You have a great deal of 
maneuvering, not for the purpose of defeating 
unjust claims, because you can do that on a hear- 
ing and trial, but for the purpose of preventing 
any trial or consideration of claims at all. It is 
an evil which the whole country sufiers from. It 
is an evil which ought to be remedied, but which 
cannot be remedied, in my judgment, by the crea- 
tion of new committees. Let the jury be empan- 
neled, and let them sit their regular hours, and 
after investigation of a case, submitareport. And 
if then aclaim be rejected, the claimant should rest 
satisfied, for he has no cause of complaint. I shall 


| vote against the gentleman’s resolution. 


mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, the || 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and twenty other 
committees, to investigate private claims of various 


kinds, and to send those favorably acted upon to 
the Committee on Claims? Du you propose to 
make the Committee on Claims revise the reports 
of all the other committees? Is that what you 


mean? ' 

Mr. CLEVELAND. 
Claims are now re 
for each particular same but [ think the course 

have proposed Would be preferable tothe one the 
gentleman advocates. 


Mr. BROWN. 


The Committee on 


The gentleman does not seem | 


uired to report separate bills | 


‘o apprehend my point. The Committee on Claims | 
in this House do not report all your private bills. | osition was voted down, 


Mr. STUART. I believe, Mr. Speaker, the 
question presented by the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, for the decision of the 
House, to be a very important one; and | shall 
state, as briefly as I can, my objections to it. To 
these objections I respectfully ask the attention of 
members. I pledge myself, in the outset, to ab- 
stain from the discussion of the propriety or im- 
propriety of claims, and whether or notthey should 
be paid. I only request attention for a few mo- 
ments to the practical effect of the proposition; 
for, sir, it is not unfrequently that we are en- 
tirely misled as to the practical result of a propo- 
sition in this House. To illustrate: The first day 


| of this session I submitted a motion making it the 


special order to devote one hour each day to the 
consideration of business on the Speaker’s table. 
The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cune- 
MAN] suggested, by way of question to the Speak- 
er, whether it was not in order each day for a 
majority of the House to proceed to the consider- 


ation of the business on the Speaker’s table. The | 
| Chair responded in the affirmative, and my prop- 
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We have sat here a fortnight, and in that fort- 
night there has not been a moment when it was in 
order under our rules to move to go to the busi- 
ness upon the Speaker’s table. What is the rea- 
son? You cannot submit that motion until the 
morning hour has not only expired, but has been 
used according to the order of business. You 
must employ the morning hour till its expiration 
before you can submit a motion to go to the busi- 
ness upon the Speaker’s table. Now, we may sit 
here for three months, and it may never be in order 
to go to the business upon the Speaker's table. 
There is the practical effect of the answer and 
question. What is the practical effect of this prop- 
osition? The question is, whether you will give 
the entire business of adjudicating claims in this 
House to fifteen members appointed by the Chair 
without any appeal? | say that is the practical 
effect, because | am not to be misled by theory. 
Let us see how it will operate. Every committee 
in this House, no matter what its character, that 
has before it a private claim, after having investi- 
gated that claim, and decided favorably to it, is to 
send up that report, if printed, to this committee 
of fifteen members. If not printed, of course it 
is not moved at all. 

Mr. BROWN. The gentleman is entirely mis- 
taken. There is nothing in the resolution about 
printing the reports atall. Itsays that the reports 
shall be in writing. 

Mr. STUART. 


I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
I meant to say 


in writing, and | am much obliced 
to the gentleman for the correction. I say if the 
report is in writing, it is to be sent to this com- 
mittee, If it is not in writing, it does not find its 
way there at all. We will that it has 
gone there. Then that committee rejects a por- 
tion of the claims which the first committees have 
allowed. Is there any remedy? None at all. 
This resolution does not provide any remedy at 


suppose 


‘all for such claims as have been rejected, and they 


may not be renewed by this Liouse. 

Mr. BROWN. Why not? 

Mr. STUART. I will tell the gentleman why 
not. If that committee allows a given portion of 
these claims, then they are to report a general ap- 
propriation bill to pay them. That appropriation 
bill is to be composed of the items of each par- 
ticular case. Now we will suppose that there are 
fifty items. We will suppose that out of those 
fifty items there are forty for which | desire to 
vote, and ten which | desire to vote against. ‘his 
amendment provides that | may move a separate 
vote upon each claim, Suppose that a majority 
of the House vote against me to retain those 
claims. Then I shall haveto vote for the ten that 
I believe to be utterly wrong, tn order to give my 
vote in favor of forty. ‘This bill will come up, 
like other appropriation bills, at the heel of the 
session; and let me ask here, at this very point, 
who has got any time and opportunity to examine 
all the reports of these committees, and see what 
claim is entitled to his vote and what is not? I 
ask the attention of the House to the way in 
which we consider other general apprepriation 
bills, and see if we are not compelled to rely upon 
committees. Three fifthsof the House, and prob- 
ably nine tenths of this House, are compelled to 
vote large amounts of money out of the,Treasury 
of the United States upon the faith of the Com- 
mittre on Ways and Means. 

M.r. BROWN. I wish to ask the gentleman a 
question in reply to one of his arguments made 
somemoments ago. I do it now because thesame 
argument has been since made from other quar- 
ters. He says, suppose the bill comes up with 
fifty items in it, forty of which he would be 
willing to vote for, but ten of which he desires to 
vote against—what is he to do? [I take it for 
granted he is to do what we all do in reference to 
other appropriation bills. The objection would 
apply with as much force to any of the appropria- 
tion bills which come before the House as to this, 
because they are all made up of ttems. If the 
good items greatly preponderate over the bad, we 
vote for the whole, and vice versa. 

Mr. STUART. That is true, and itis a serious 
objection to the general appropriation bills; and if 
it were practicable to carry on the business of the 
Government, and have each appropriation in a 
separate bill, there is nota man of sixty days’ ex- 
perience in Congress that would not favor it. But 
the question now involved in this proposition is, 
whether we will increase the evil—whether | shaJl 








ae 


be compelled, as a member of this House, to vote 
for claims that I believe, and-perhaps know, to be 
wrong, in order that other claims may be passed 
which I deem to be right. Shall we increase an evil 
which now exists? [ wish to call the attention of 
the House to this practical view of the subject, as 
I humbly submit. I ask what opportunity would 
there be to any gentleman of this House, no mat- 
ter how industrious, to take up the various writ- 
ten reports of all the committees of this House 
upon private claims, examine them at length, and 


ooo 


determine for himself whether they should be paid | 


or not? ‘There is not a man living who could do 
it. So that practically the proposition submitted 
to the House now, is nothing more nor less than 
whether you will submit the entire question of 
private claims to fifteen gentlemen without an ap- 
peal, for | say that is en effectofit. It is 
true, as | have just stated, it comes upto the House 
to be voted upon, but there is no time or oppoer- 
tunity for investigation. It is a general appro- 
priation bill, and passing in the last hours of the 
session, may be amended by the Senate like 
other appropriation bills, and come back here, and 
what is the consequence? Why, a committee of 
conference are appointed to finally adjust the bill 
to their liking, and it has to be passed by this 


House relying entirely upon their judgment, and | 


without any other knowledge. Having seen as 
much as | have of the practical evils growing out 
of this species of legial 

poe to increasing them. 

n objection was raised by the gentleman from 
Connecticut, [Mr. CLevetanp,] which ought not 
to be overlooked, and that is the benefit of an ad- 
verse report. As we act upon these claims now, 
the minority of the committee make a report of 
their own. ‘The courtesy of legislation authorizes 
it to be printed, and if it is a claim which I have 
presented, and which I understand, and in which 


the interests of my constituents are largely inter- | 
ested, I have the remedy of calling up that adverse | 


report when the bill comes up for consideration, 
and I have the privilege of presenting fully to my 
fellow-members of the House the facts, and I get 
their judgment, and it is not unfrequently the case 
that they overrule the majority of the committee, 
and pass the claim because it 1s right. 


r. BROWN. Will the gentleman allow me) 
l am sure the gen- | 


to interrupt him at this point? 
tleman could not have heard my response to the 


same argument when made by the gentleman from | 
Connecticut, [Mr. Cievetanp,] or he would not | 


have repeated it in almost the very language in 
which it was stated before. This resolution will 
not, let me inform the gentleman from Michigan, | 
interfere at all with the present mode of disposing 
of unfavorable reports. ‘They will be made tothe 
House precisely as they are now made, and will | 
be subject to the same action which the gentleman 
says he can now get. It does not interfere with 
the rule at all. It only proposes to combine those 
which are favorably reported upon in one bill, and 
leave those which are unfavorably reported upon 
recisely where they now are. 

Mr. STUART. Iam very loth to detain the 

House a moment longer; but the gentleman, I ap- 


prehend, will see the practical difficulty in getting | 


along with his answer. We have now a Private 
ported upon is placed. Adverse reports standing 
alone, would not go there at all. There is no right 
under the parliamentary law, to bring them into 
this House with this amendment, and the amend- | 
ment proposes none. | 
Mr. BROWN. It does not change the rule as | 
it now stands. 
Mr. STUART. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. | 
1 will show him in a moment that it does, and I | 


Calendar upon which each of the bills favorably re- 
i} 


When can an adverse report be submitted to the 
House? Not until a favorable report has been 
made. After the majority of a committee have 

rted on a measure, then the minority get up 
and ask the courtesy of the House, because they 
have no such right, for leave to file an adverse re- 
port. If the majority report has gone to a com- 
mittee of fifteen, by what parliamentary law have 
the minority the right to report to the House? 
None at all, and they cannot do it. So I repeat, 
the more you look into the question and its prac- 
tical effects, the more you will see the difficulties. 
I say in conclusion, for I have great reluctance in 
detaining the House, what will be conceded by 
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ation, for one | am utterly | 


ask the Chair to correct me if I am in an error. 


SS ee 


everybody, that the present mo@e of adjusting 
claims is not what it oughtto be. I have some 
views of my own upon that subject which, at the 
proper time, I sha!l submit; but f will not attempt 
to dp itnow. I simply ask the House to confine 
their attention to the effect of this measure as a 
mode of transacting the private business, and if 
they will do that, I do think the House will come 
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| 
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| 


to the conclusion that we shall not only get into | 
inextricable confusion, but shall do more injustice | 


than We now do. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. 
word or two to say in relation to this matter. I 
apprehend that there is not a gentleman on this 
floor, who has paid any attention to the progress 
of private claims tLeough this House, who is not 
fully impressed with a knowledge of the necessity 


to private claimants, and to the Government also, | 


Ihave only a | 


for the adoption of some measure or some rule | 


calculated to facilitate action upon them. 


It is | 


not alone the rejection of private claims, which | 


may be in themselves meritorious, which is vexa- | 


tious to the claimants, but it is the great delay 
occasioned to them after they have presented their 
claims to this House for adjudication. 
main here one session, and perhaps two; but 
finally they are eompelled to confide their claims 
to some of the numerous agents who are to be 
found here; and when they have been prosecuted to 
a successful termination; after their own expenses 
have been taken out, and the percentage, which 
is generally the largest part of their claims, has 
been paid to their agents, they have very little left 
for themselves. 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] in 
any relieve these claimants from the difficulties 
| which they are compelled to encounter? In my 
judgment it does, at least to some extent. The 
_ great objection [ see to itis that it makes an omni- 
| bus bill—to which I am opposed—of‘all the claims 
| which may come before Congress; and creates a 
| 
| 


mutuality of interests which would be brought to 

bear upon carrying all of these claims through at 

the same time. But there can be no plan sug- 
| gested of this character, perhaps, to which there 
|| may not be serious objections urged. The ques- 
|| tion is, will this proposition relieve claimants to 
| any extent from the difficulties under which they 
| now labor? 
| Now,I apprehend there is such a thing as a 


United States, notwithstanding there are a great 
many presented here which are not meritorious; 
but such as these are not small claims. This reso- 
lution is intended to aid those claimants who have 
small claims, but not those who have large ones; 
for in relation to the large claims which come be- 
fore the Houge, their very magnitude affords them 
facilities for pressing them before the House. 
Small claimants are those who need assistance, 
and it is of such that | now intend to speak. The 
difficulty in regard to such claims, under the course 
now pursued, seems to be that after the claim has 
been referred to the Committee on Claims that 
committee have no opportunity of reporting it. 
After they have heard the evidence in relation to 
it, and have decided upon its justice, they have no 
opportunity of bringing their decision before the 

ouse; and for that reason the claimant does not 
get a hearing before the House at all. 

Now, if the proposition of the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Brown] should be adopted, the 





ever committee having charge of the claim, would 
be reported to this general committee, and after 
having undergone its supervision, would be re- 
ported in a general bill; and that general bill 
| would, in my judgment, pass at that session of 
| Congress. 

Now, suppose the majority should decide to re- 
ject a claim which the minority thought had merit 
in it, would it be placed in a worse position under 
the action proposed by this resolution than it 
would be if the resolution should not be adopted ? 
In my judgment, not. The claimant would have 
the same opportunity then as now to press his 
claim. The same rule would be in force which 
now authorizes him to bring his claim before the 
House. ‘The same rule which now authorizes the 
minority report to be considered by the House, 
will then be in force. Let this report then be 
placed in the hands of this general committee, that 
they may examine the evidence upon which it is 
| founded; and if they become satisfied with its cor- 





They re- | 
|, Say that I did sacrifice my own opinions in regard 


Now, does this proposition of | 





| meritorious claim against the Government of the } 


decision of the Committee on Claims, or of what- |, 


, action of the House, should any gent! 


a 


___ Dee 2, 


rectness, they will place the claim in a c 
and when that general bill comes up ig bi 


x8 . ; eman 
objection to it, the resolution provides that C= 
a 


have a separate vote upon each separate j, 
therein. _ 
The — from Michigan [Mr. Sp, 
says if he were in favor of forty items in the bil 
and opposed to ten, he should have to vote for al’ 
Well, sir, that would be no very great misfor, 2 
to that gentleman. I remember at the last te: 
sion, when the river and harbor bill was before 1, 
House, that there was an item in the bill to which 
the gentleman was opposed, and which, if he 
had been a President who had had any Coheaine 
_ tional scruples in reference to appropriations a 
that peculiar character, would have caused him to 
reject the whole bill on its account; but although 
the gentleman admitted that it was wrong, yer, f, 
fear he might lose the whole bill, he voted for that 
item. I speak of the item to improve the harbo, 
at Dubuque, on the Mississippi river, : 

Mr. STUART. If the gentleman will alloy 
/mea moment—what he states of my 


I ; . vote Upon 
that river and harbor bill is true. 


am free to 


to one item, for the purpose of saving the whole 
bill, which I conceived to be important to the jp. 
terests of the country. But! want the gentleman 
to tell me now whether it is proper to involve an. 
other matter in the same difficulties, by a process 
of legislation which will bring it into the same cat. 
egory with that to which he alludes? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Acting upon the same prin. 
ciple upon which the gentleman did then, if by 
doing a little evil he could do a great deal of good 
—if by passing one claim which he did not con. 
ceive to be meritorious, he could secure the pas. 
sage ofa great number of meritorious ones—would 
it not be right to vote for that claim? Would it 
not be right and proper for him, asa conscientious 
legislator, rather than that these just claims should 
be rejected, to vote for others which, though he 
might perhaps conceive had some merit in them, 
yet were not sufficiently meritorious to induce him 
, to vote for them if taken by themselves? Bat! 
have only brought this one case up as an illustra- 

tion of the position in which the gentleman places 

himself, though I do not conceive the rejection of 
that item in the river and harbor bill would have 
lost the bill, because it would have gone back to 
the Senate, and they would have been compelled 
to recede from that appropriation, which was one 
for the improvement of a little harbor in the inte- 
rior of the country, and for the benefit of a single 
locality. 

Mr. Speaker, claims of great magnitude which 
are presented here, always have friends to press 
| them upon the attention of the House, and it is 
right that there should be some one here to pro- 
tect the Treasury against them. The gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. CLevetanp] says the man 
who resists a meritorious claim here, is as guilty 
of a great injustice as the one who would present 
and press a fraudulent one. Now. it seems to me 
that he who resists a meritorious claim in the man- 
ner in which claims are resisted here, does not oc- 
cupy the position which the gentleman from Con- 
necticut would make him occupy. It is necessary 
| to investigate these claims; and in order to investi- 
gate them they must be resisted or objected 10; 
_ for, unless they are resisted by some one, in what 
will consist the investigation? When I first took 
| my seat upon this floor, I thought my friend from 
Tennessee (Mr. Jones] was rather meddlesome in 
matters which did not exactly concern him; but 
when I had been here a little lala and came to 
see how claims were pressed upon this House, and 
how money was taken out of the Treasury, and 
sought to be taken out of it, I soon changed my 
opinion in relation to the course and policy of that 

entleman. | It is necessary, as I before said, to 

ave these claims investigated; and, in order to 
have them investigated, objection must be made to 
their passage. I believe that gentleman saves the 
country hundreds of thousands of dollars every 
session of Congress, which would otherwise have 
been paid for claims which have no foundation !0 
justice. I repeat, sir, the only abject in resisting 
these claims is for the purpose of investigation; 
and the claim that will not bear investigation be- 
er this body, does not deserve to be enacted into 
a law. 
| The resolution of the gentleman ftom Missis- 
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ho are not able to hire agents to worry their 
rough this House; 
it my support. I do not desire to reply 

| the objections which the gentleman from 
M chigan urges against this bill. I do not see 
se alters the existing rules in relation to 
a as, except that it allows this class of persons 
have small claims to have justice done them 
oe than they otherwise would. Instead of 
ovine them over from session to session, and allow- 
ing them, perhaps, 


Gon investigating committee will give them 
‘ ? 


this 1 


their examination, and if they decide in their favor, | 


will report them to the House; and if the claim- 
anis are entitled to relief, they will receive it in a 
reasonable time. They will not be delayed ses- 
on afier sess 
. or are compelled to abandon them alto- 
wether. 1 shall give the resolution my support. 
°"Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, I agree 
with the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Campset] 
that the great object to’ be accomplished by the 


poor, 


House in the passage of this resolution is to bring | 


the claims of individuals upon the Government 


hefore this House, and secureaction of some kind | 
Wecannot expect any system under | 


upon them. expe 
which full and complete justice shall be done; but 
it seems to me this is a step in the right direction. 
It is not what is best, but is, perhaps, the best we 


can get. The objections urged against this reso- | 
jution by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 


Srvart] are not sufficient to justify my opposition 
to it. His objection, that it embodies and unites 


to all the appropriation bills, and if well taken in 


this case, we ought at once to reform the practice | 


of the House in reference to all our appropriation 
bills; for it is no more important to appropriate 
money for the uses of the Government than it is 
to do justice to its citizens. 

But I do not think, after all, there can be any 
very great practical hardship or burden to the con- 
science involved in the objection which the gentle- 
man from Michigan urges with so much emphasis, 
that he may be compelled to vote for ten appro- 
riations he dislikes, because there are forty in the 
fil which he thinks are meritorious, and ought to 
be passed, because he may call for a separate vote, 
and vote against the items that he would reject in 
Committee of the Whole, and then he may call 


for a separate vote, and call for the yeas and nays | 


in the House, upon each item in the bill, even 
though the previous question has been ordered. In 
this way he may defeat any unjust appropriation 
which could be defeated in any other way, or byan 
other system. Therefore, he will tr’ a no 


country, which would not be occasioned under the 
present system. ‘There is not, then, any substan- 


ual objection to the resolution on this account. | 
If I heard the resolution aright, it provides that any | 


one member may demand a separate vote upon 
any one item, and upon that may call the yeas and 
nays, even though th 

ordered. What will be the operation practically ? 
All the items not objected to will be voted upon 
in the mass; then the clauses objected to will come 
up separately to be voted on. Out of fifty items, 
the gentleman objects to ten; they are set apart; he 
votes against them seriatim; some of them he de- 
feats; some pass. Suc pass as would have passed, 
if we could evs got to a vote under the present sys- 
tem; and such fail as would have failed. Defeat- 
ing one does not in any way prejudice another. 
They are not so dependent upon each other as to 
involve this result. i 
the gentleman voting 
responsible for it, than he would be for an amend- 
ment made by the Senate to a House bill, and sub- 
sequently adopted by the House against his vote. 
This would be the practical operation. 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. CLeve- 
LAND) has correctly remarked, that there is un- 
feemonaity need of a remedy for small claimants, 

here are many of them who have come up here 
year after year, session after session, and are un- 
able to obtain justice. But that remedy, he says, 
Is Not in thiscommittee. Itisinthe House. But 
is there any remedy in the House? But the gentle- 
man himself answers the question, for he says, 
almost in the same breath, that he believes a ma- 
jority of the members of the House are not dis- 


and for that reason I | 


finally to fail from wantof atten- | 


nard- | 
ship, and willoccasion by his vote no injustice tothe | 


And should a false claim pass, | 
inst it would be no more || 


| 


} 


| 


i 





|| on claims. 


ion, until finally, if the claimants are | 





' 


e previous question had been || 
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hen, is simply calculated to aid small claim- |. 


posed to apply the remedy. We must then look | 


to bringing these claims before the House for 
action, in some such manner as that suggested by 
the gentieman from Mississippi. The proposi-- 
tion of the gentleman from Mississippi, stripped 
of what does not belong -to it, of the horrors and 
dangers with which the fears and imaginations of 


gentlemen have surrounded it, embraces simply 


a method for bringing reports of committees be- 
fore the House for action—that claims may be 
passed upon. Under the present practice this is 
nearly impossible, and to reject this resolution is to 


deny justice to those the Governmentowes. This 


resolution, | have said, is not what is demanded. 
| would have a board on claims—a commission 
That is what justice to individuals, 
and a regard for the true interest of the country 
requires. 1 do not suppose there is any chance 
for us to obtain that now. This is better than 
nothing. 


of the House, directly before the House. 
sures action, 


because those bills which are reported by the 


| other committees must be subject to the supervis- 


ion of this joint committee, and having under- 
gone that supervision, we may have increased 
confidence in their justice. 

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I hope the res- 
olution will be adopted, though I think it requires 
some amendment. There should be a provision 
that the committee should report at the long ses- 


| sien by a specified period, say the first of June 
| or July, so that there should be time to examine 
many claims in one bill, is, if true, worth some | 
consideration; but it is an objection which applies | 


the report, and see what has been recommended, 
in order that we may act understandingly. And 
there should be a similar provision for the short 
session; a report, say by the Ist of February. 

| think this suggestion of the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. Srvarr] a good one, and I would 
like to have it adopted; and I am not sure but it 
would be well to have the resolution amended, so 
that this general committee should act upon the re- 
ports whether favorable or unfavorable, and in 
that way, bring all these claims directly before 


| Congress. 


Mr. STANLY. I commend the effort of the 


| gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] to bring 


| present Committee on Claims, but | refer to those | 
| committees from time immemorial. The business | 
It is difficult to | 


about some reformation in reference to private 
claims; but of all the propositions ever presented 
to Congress, this strikes me as the most imprac- 
ticable, if not impossible. The difficulty is in our 
organization. Nine members already compose 
the Committee on Claims, and they cannot or will 
not attend to their business. I do not mean the 


all devolves uppn a few of them. 
get a quorum of the best committees, and when 
you havea bare majority, their clerk very often 


| makes the report, submits it to the members, and 


they adopt it. Now, sir, large bodies move slow- 


ly. A Committee on Claims, composed of fifteen | 


members, even fifteen of the best members of the 
House, would be the greatest nuisance the House 
ever imposed upon itself. You would never get 


all the fifteen together, and if you should, they 


_ would do nothing. 
| sonable to have a committee of three, selected by 


It would be much more rea- 


the Speaker, who are really as fond of work as 
my colleague, [Mr. Daniex,] the chairman of the 
Committee on Claims, who likes to delve in those 
hard matters, to the examination of which almost 
all the members of the House feel a reluctance. 
But the difficulty is inherent in the constitution of 


' this body. 


Nor is it any better in the Senate. Go there and 
see how they pass private claims. When private 
claims come up for consideration, look at the seats 
of honorable Senators—sometimes not a dozen 
members present. They are like ourselves, and 
cannot be Sovenbt to examine private claims with 


' much attention. 


Let this committee of fifteen get together, and 
I suppose eight will constitute a quorum; will 


| these eight be better men than the present com- 
' mittee of nine on claims? Now, if you put law- 


' 
' 


| reports. 


ers upon that committee, generally better quali- 
hed for such labor than other men, they hate hard 
work without compensation, and hate to work 
here, when their efforts are unavailing, and when 
the House will neither hear arguments nor read 
How do committees often go to work? 


It brings these claims which have been | 
_ favorably reported upon by the several committees || 
It in- | 
It is_a guard upon the Treasury, | 
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They parcel the claims out, handing them over ta 
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some member who feels an interest in them, and 
who comes from the section of country where the 
claim originates. He gives them a favorable cou- 
sideration, and his reports are accepted by the 
committee, and they pass into this general omni- 
bus bill, which comes up here on Friday or Satur- 
~_ and the moment the House goes to the con- 
sideration of one of these private claims, and a 
gentleman gets up to make an argument, out we 
re from all these doors, justas those who have not 
een Inoculated do, from an omnibus when some 
one announces that the small pox is in there, and 
we leave the House without a quorum. The defect 
is in this body. We cannot attend to the examin- 
ation of private claims, and give them that atten- 
tion they ought to have. We cannot hear the evi- 
dence, and whether we can or not, we will not; 
and no House of Representatives ever did. 

How did the Galphin claim get through Con- 
gress? No one knows; but it got through with- 
out any one attending to it—without anybody 
knowing it. 

While | commend the effort of the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] to bring about 
some reformation in this matter, yet his propo- 
sition is practically for the benefit of the Gal- 
phinizers of the Government; it will have that 
effect; it will increase the swarm of those who 
now hover around this House; log-rolling for pri- 
vate claims will begin, and the Treasury will be 
bankrup:. The gentleman from Mississippi { Mr. 
Brown] said the other day, when the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Brooxs]} was talking about 
some reformation of the tariff, that he would leave 
that for the incoming Administration, that he would 
let them adopt great measures of reform if they 
desired it. 1 think it was well said; this is a mat- 
ter of as much importance to the country as any 
reformation of the tariff, and I say, Mr. Speaker, 
leave that for the incoming Administration. If Mr. 
Pierce’s administration and his friends in Con- 
gress, will establish a board of claims or some 
other and better tribunal; some court inferior to 
the Supreme Court, which will allow the honest 
men of this country, which will allow the widows 
and orphans to bring their claims to a hearing, in 
one form or another, they wit confer upon them- 
selves immortal honor, and will reconcile me, es- 
pecially as | cannot help myself, to four years of 
Democratic rule; they will thereby do an immense 
deal of good. 

The gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Camrsene.,} 
says we want this provision for the benefit of 
small claims. “Does it limit the amount? Will 
you not give a man an honest hearing because he 
claims $100,000 instead of $100? But there is no 
limit to it. 

I trust, Mr. Speaker, we shall take no hasty steps 
in a matter of this sort; this would fix an impracti- 
cable, and [ repeat, an impossible scheme upon this 
House. Of all things in the worid to constitute an- 
other Committee on Claims, to do nothing, or todo 
worse than nothing, at the outgoing ofan Adminis- 
tration, is impolitic and impracticable, and I hope 
my friend from Mississippi (Mr. Brown] will take 
this matter into consideration, and look at the bills 
hitherto reported upon the subject of establishing 
boardsof account. Something, I think, we ought 
to have, and something like that we must have; it 
is a disgrace to us, that we virtually deny our peo- 
ple the right that most monarchs grant theirs, a 
right to be heard in their demands against Govern- 
ment. Anything is better than establishing a board 
of claims among ourselves here. I[t will be a bill 
for the benefit of claim agents and for the relief of 
those who have friends in Congress; not a bill for 
the relief of honest claimants. I hope no such 
thing will be done; it will ruin the Treasury, and 
will do incaleulable mischief. 1 will add no more, 
especially after the strong arguments and sensible 
remarks made by the gentleman from Connescti- 
cut, [Mr. CLevetanp,} and from Michigan, {Mr. 
Srvarr. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 
previous question. : 

Mr. FREEMAN. Will the gentleman from 
New York withdraw the call for amoment? I 
wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I withdraw the call. 

[A message was here received from the Senate 
by the hands of Aspuny Dickms, Esq, the 
Secretary, informing the House that the Senate 
have agreed to the amendments of the House to 
Senate bill No. 448, entitled ‘* An act to authorize 


I call for the 
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the Secretary of the Treasury 4o issue registers to 


| 


vessels in certain cases;” also that the Senate have | 


passed a bill of the House for the relief of James 
A. Fawns, without amendment. } 

Mr. FREEMAN offered an amendment to the 
resolution of Mr. Brown; which was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Amend by striking out all after the word “ resolved,” 


and insert, ‘that the Committee on the Judiciary be in 
structed to inquire into the necessity and propriety of giving 


to the district courts of the United States full powers at | 


law and in equity, to hear and determine all domestic claims 
against the Federal Government; and that said committee 
report by bill otherwise. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to ask 
the gentleman from Mississippi whether the provis- 
ion he proposes to ingraft upon the resolution is not 
in conflict with the Constitution ? 


Mr. FREEMAN. Not at all; and if the gen- 


tleman will allow me, I will explain the effect of | 


it. 
that no money shall be drawn from the ‘Treasury 
without an appropriation made by law. The pro- 
posed amendment would enable any claimant 
throughout the United States to have a decree, 
either for him or against him, in the district court 


The Constitution of the United States provides | 


of the district where he resides, and he would | 
not be compelled to travel all the way to Wash- | 


ington for a fifteen dollar or a thousand dol- 
lar claim. But the Committee on the Judiciary 
will take care they report a bill to provide that the 
district attorney shall appear in court, in behalf 
of the United States, whenever any claim is pre- 
sented there; and that when any decree or judg- 
ment is granted in favor of the claimant, the same 


shall be certified and presented to the Congress of | 


of the United States for an appropriation to be 
made according to law. 


Now, then, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me, if not | 
to every man here, that this is a right to which | 


every citizen in this Republic is entitled. Claims 
against the United States are brought here thou- 
sands of miles from all the States and Territories 
of the Union, at great expense to claimants; and 


they are accumulating before committees like Pe- | 


lion upon Ogssa piled. There they sleep the sleep 
of death. The 
have speedy justice done at their doors. 

We frequently discuss a claim here of fifteen 


dollars or more, day after day, costing the country | 
some twenty-five hundred dollars a day; thus | 
spending more in adjudication than in payment; | 
but if the district courts were permitted to examine | 


them, all unjust claims would be rejected at the 


cost of the claimants, while the costs upon just | 


claims would not be a tithe of the present tax upon 
the Government. The district courts and district 
attorneys can attend to it in connection with their 
ordinary duties without any inconvenience what- 
ever, without additional pay, and at far less expense 
to the claimants. If the duimnas goes into court 
witha fraudulent claim, he is sure of being defeated, 
and he pays his own costs. This penalty would 
stifle attempts at fraud. In theState of Mississippi, 


we have aspecial provision giving to our superior | 


court of chancery power to examine claims against 
the State. 
that subject, having been counsel for my State some 
eight years, and [ know, sir, it has relieved the 
Legislature from a vast amount of business before 
its committee on claims. 
{Mr. Brown,} who introduced the resolution, will 
testify that the experiment has been highly benefi- 
cial in our State, and I can see no reason why it 
should not be applied to theGeneral Government. 


‘The vast territory over which we have —— 
ich are | 
e Journals of Congress from all | 


tion, and the great number of claims w 
incumbering 
uarters, make it evident to every man that as 
ings are now conducted, justice cannot be done 
to the claimants or the Government. Sometimes 
we pass fraudulent claims, and oftener refuse to 
ones; and in this way we are doing 
gross injustice daily, The Senate and House con- 
sist of two hundred and ninety-seven members. 
Whata farce and a folly it is to pay this enormous 
jury each eight dollars per day, with attendant 
officers, to adjudicate a claim, when a single judge, 
or at most a judge and jury of twelve men would 
dispose of the matter without delay, and at com- 
paratively no cost. 
MrSACKETT. This scheme is conceived in 


people of this country ought to | 


I have some practical knowledge upon | 


I believe my colleague, | 


? 








| port, and let the General Committee pull the labor- 


| North Carolina, |Mr. Sranty,] the door of the 


| Supervise a report which merely states ** we report 
|| favorably ? 


| be had. 


a given report on aclaim that is just and ought to 
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through this House. I wish to know of the gen- | 
Ueman from Mississippi, (Mr. Brown,] because | | 
I do not know myself, in what manner the propo- 
sition does in fact facilitate the passage of any 
claim through this body? In the first place, a 
petiton for the claim has to be presented, and 
then, in the next place, that petition has to be re- 
ferred to one of the standing committees. Cer- 
tainly thus far it has no effect whatever. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. With the gentleman’s 
permission, | will tell him what in my opinion 
will be the effect it will have. When a claim is | 
referred to a standing committee of the House, | 
that committee will be very hkely to say: ** We 
have masters over us, and there is no need to | 
trouble ourselves about the matter. We will re- 


” 


ing oar.’’ When from that committee it has been | 
sent to the General Committee, they will say: 
** The committee below has reported in favor of | 
the claim, and there is no need of our troubling 
ourselves about the matter. And in that way,as | 
has been correctly remarked by my friend from 


public ‘Treasury will be opened to Galphin and 
similar monstrous frauds. That will be the effect 
of it. 

Mr. BROWN. It is utterly impossible that the 
response of the gentleman from Connecticut to my 
friend from New York can be correct. He says 
that the committees will say ‘* we have masters 
over us, afid we will do nothing.” I do not believe 
that the committees of this House would say so. 
itis not possible that they would thus neglect to 
do their duty. He says they will write briefly 
‘*we report favorably.’’ The rule requires that 
they shall make their report in writing, and that 
report is to undergo the supervision of the other 
committees. How can a committee undertake to 





2”? ‘The report must be in writing. To 


make a sensible written report, investigation must 
This is your guarantee that the commit- 
tees will do their duty. 

Mr.SACKETT. Without undertaking to say 
what the practical working of this system would 
be, whether committees would feel the same re- 
sponsibility, were there two committees upon the 
same subject, that they now do, I look directly at 
the question which lies really at the bottom of this 
move, and that is, whether it will facilitate the 
passage of just claims through the House? And 

have veal the point of the primary commit- 
tee reporting to the House without the slightest 
influence by this revising committee one way or 
the other. How does it facilitate the adoption of 





pass, if the present rule of having that claim come 
before us, as it now does, is to be changed so that 
the report from the primary committee shall have 
to be referred to another committee, to be there 
examined and reported on before final action can 
be had on it by the House? [t may increase the 
chances in the view the gentleman from Connec- 
ticut has stated, but in that view alone. It in- 
deed combines a class of bills together, to be log- 





rolled through the House, but offers no other 


facility. In every other view it diminishes the 


chances for the passage of honest claims. 


Mr. BROWN. The gentleman is again mis- 
taken; for one of the great difficulties, as all of us 
know, is the way of getting private bills passed. 
I think the greatest difficulty is that you have not 
the means of reporting to the House at all. 

Mr. SACKETT. How does this increase the 
facility of reporting? 

Mr. BROWN . You send the report directly 
from the committee of nine to the committee of 
fifteen, and then that committee, instead of having 
two or three hundred bills to report, has but one. 

Mr.SACKETT. The gentleman says that the 
primary committees do not report to the House at 
all. Why, sir, that is not according to the rules 
of .the House. 


Mr. BROWN. It will be if this resolution be 


| adopted. 


at all, from the revising committee. 


a commendable spirit. The real object of the | 
mover of the proposition, | suppose to be to | report until near the end of the session, as it can 
facilitate the passage of bonest and just claims | make but one report, and not even that till after 


-SACKETT. That gives the proposition a 
more objectionable feature still. The primary re- 
port is not to be made to the House until it comes, if 
If that com- 


| mittee see fit not to make that report, it never will 


reach the House, and that committee can never 


- Dec, 20, 
all the standing committees have made their re. 
ports to the committee of fifteen; so that no rr 
can be made on a single claim in any case ti)| 

: the 
last days of the session, and then only such a 
committee of fifteen see fit to report, revardles = 
the action of every other committee of tie Ho 7 
and to be passed or defeated without debate tore 
or Wrong. But there are other objections, fe 4 
to inquire of the mover of the resolution for : 
formation on the subject, whether this scheme dons 
not override the existing parliamentary law that fi 
vate claims shall not be tacked to one anothee be 
amendments? Now individual bills are reporte] 
in favor of separate claims, and when a rule ; 
adopted that claims without number may be Fin 
nected in the seme bill, | would ask what reaeon 
there would be that I may not get up and move = 
item, without an accompanying report, to be 
added to the bill as items are added to the appro. 
priation bill, and in that way avoid reports alto. 
gether? If there is nothing in the resolution 
guarding against it, and | think there is not, tia: 
most salutary check upon fraud and combinations 
to accom lish fraudulent purposes will be utterly 
destroyed. You will have a general omnibus })i! 
so steeped in corruption that no power can resist o 
or so offensive to the moral sense of the House 
that even an honest claim will not stand the 
slightest chance of passage. This is another ver 
serious objection to the resolution, a reason that 
should forever defeat it. Experience has taught the 
Committee on Claims, as a guard against the re. 
introduction of bills in different forms for the same 
claims at different times, to so frame the bills re. 
ported by them that they shall be descriptive of 
the claims they are intended to adjust, and any sub- 
sequent committee of Congress can readily ascer- 
tain whether a bill, as passed, was intended for 
the payment of the entire claim and interest, or to 
cover only partially the rights of the claimant. As 
[ understand the mover of the proposition, the 
general committee are to report a general bill, with 
items appropriating to A B $3,000, and to C D 
$10,000, and soon. The items of the bill are not 
intended to be descriptive of the claims, and to 
show whether it was designed to liquidate the 
whole claim or only a portion of it. That is 
another very serious objection tothe resolution, in 
my judgment. Taking this, view of the case, | 
Shall vote against the proposition, and now, in 
compliance with my promise, | renew the call for 
the previous questipn. 

r. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope the 
gentleman will withdraw the call for the previous 
a that I may be enabled to submit to the 

ouse a few suggestions. I shall not detain the 
House long. 

Mr. SACKETT. With the permission of my 
colleague [Mr. Seymour] [ will withdraw the call 
for the previous question. 

Mr. SEYMOUR assented, and the call for the 
previous question was then withdrawn. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I propose to call attention to 
the injustice done individuals who have claims on 
this Government, by the refusal of this House 
consider and act upon those claims. We cannot 

0 outside of the bar but what we are made wrt 
ully conscious of our neglect of that kind of busi- 
ness. So pitifully powerless have we become in 
regard to our own proceedings, that although the 
people outside of this Hall are subjected to vexa- 
tion, and see ruin staring them in the face, we can 
afford them no hope. hat man of feeling can 
be else than afflicted most sensitively at such & 
condition of things? Gentlemen everywhere wil! 
admit that something ought to be done for private 
claimants now—that they have been neglected too 
long; and yet we have gentlemen here making the 
broad assertion that ninety-nine cases of a private 
nature out of every hundred which come before us 
are unjust, and ought not to be paid. It is not 
true; and I say so, not because I believe the gen- 
tleman who said it would state intentionally any- 
thing that was untrue, but because I believe it to 
be a figure of speech too exaggerated. It is not 
right, and we know it. 

here is such a thing as a right on the partofe 
citizen against the Government—a right to have 
the wrongs inflicted on him by the Government 
redressed. How will he get redress? Can he get 
it by coming to this House? If it had been stated 
that ninety-nine out of every hundred just and 
righteous claims have to be abandoned by those 


te 


o present them, in utter hopelessness of relief, 
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oubted thetruth of the statement. 


j ved é ae 
would ha s this relief despaired of? From 


+ hom} 


And from W 
two hundret 


+ men in the nation, who have established such 
rei 


ver themselves, that like idiots, they are 
to help themselves. This is a God’s truth. 
We all know and all feel it. The consciousness 
‘eis will seize even those who harden their hearts 
o" 7 w no right against the Treasury of the na- 
ss eae who say ‘* we will pay nothing. We 
ot fight every man who says this Government 
‘wes bim a dollar.”” Go back, Mr. Speaker, 
hrough the few years I have been here—and it 
nag not beer long, but it has been long enough to 
make me acquainted with these facts—and_ recall 
rhe efforta that have been made to untie the fet- 
te ved hands of this branch of Congress. The prop- 
psition that is submitted by my friend from Mis- 


ruies 0 


un ible 


Ww 


sissippl 
“cane and rejected before in this Hall. But the 
proposition in theamendment ot the honorable gen- 
‘ema from Mississippi (Mr. Freeman} to give the 
district courts of the United States jurisdiction, 
and to allow all claimants to sue the Government, 
and refer the subject to the Committee on the-Judi- 
cary, with instructions to bring in a bill embedy- 
ing this object, advocated with as much clearness 
and earnestness, and with apparently as bright a 
prospect of success, was voted down in this House. 
So it is; every prosposition for the promotion of 
speedy justice to honest claimants, is met by bitter 
opposiuon. Cries resound on all sides, that if they 
arepassed, the doors of the Treasury will be thrown 
wide open by frauds of all kinds. But this is not 
all. A bill creating a board for the adjudication 
of private claims, and for the relief of claimants 


who are and have been unjustly and oppressively | 


debarred from their rights, now lies helplessly on 
the table of the Speaker, or unnoticed on the Gen- 
eral Calendar, that fathomless grave we have fash- 
ioned for the rights of our own people, and the 
labors of our own members. 

But let us suppose that the Judiciary report a 
bil. Then the bill reported by the Judiciary can- 


not be got through; for the very same obstacles | 


which exist to relief, in relation to claims, exist 
in regard to that bill, and will not cease to exist. 


Look again at the history of this matter a little | 


further. I have been distressed—and so has every 
man in this House, more or less—by the feeling of 
perfect helplessness, when appeals have been made 


to us te do justice for this man, and the other, that | 


wecan do nothing at all, although we may have 
thoroughly examined the claims, and been satisfied 


that there is merit in them, and that justice ought | 


to be done by their passage. Then do claimants 
go out and say, In the name of God, what sort of 


legislation is that, and what sort of body are you? | 


Look at the attempt which was made to establish 
a board of claims. Can you get any proposition 
atall, with which gentlemen will be satisfied ? 
you propose a board to adjudicate them, it is op- 
posed bitterly, and at once. History Ifolds plain 


before you the ghost of every board that has ex- 


(Mr. Brown] to-day, has never been | 


If | 


isted for the purpose of adjudicating claims, foreign | 


and domestic, and all their sins are paraded here. 


| do not believe that a majority of this House will | 


support any such proposition, although a plan of 
the sort is now reported for the purpose of settling 
and getting clear of these difficulties. Every prop- 


osition of this nature that is introduced fails of | 


success, and there is no hope of doing what is 
right and just in regard to the adjustment of pri- 
vate claims, if you have to secure this object by 
the passage of a bill; for any bill having such an 
object in view, will fail through the very same 
process by which in every instance all these things 
hitherto have been defeated. We all know that 


there ought to be action in regard to this matter. | 


The chief objections, and the most plausible ones, 


which have been urged against the proposition | 


before the House, seem to me to be really without 
foundation, and can be easily obviated. I do not 
Know or say that this is the best method which 
can be devised for the settlement of private claims, 
but | do know that when you get a general appro- 
Priation bill before the House, you have a chance 
to consider it, and when you place such a bill® 

this upon the foo:ing of general appropriation bills 


‘ 8, 
i will at least be considered. 


8 


The objection which is made in regard to claims | 


coming in together in one bill, forming a log-roll- 
ing omnibus, is an objection which can be made 


‘o every general appropriation bill. How is the | 
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i and thirty-three of the most intelli- | 











| fact? If you will look to the process by which 
these bills must be considered, you will satisfy 
yourselves at once that it isthe only way of reach- 
ing and acting justly upon these cases. La order 
that you may see it more plainly, I call your at- 
tention to the fact that you cannot have a discus- 


during a whole Congress. Look at the great num- 
ber of cases which have for so long a time had a 
place upon your Calendar; and even supposing 
that you do pass thirty or forty claims every Con- 
gress, how is it done? 
knowing anything about them under the solicita- 
tion of members tor whom you may have a kind 
and friendly feeling, and not that they are just and 
meritorious claims. They get up and ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to make a few 
brief remarks in regard to their cases, and nobody 
objecting, their bilis under the previous question 
are passed through this House. That is a beau- 
tiful illustration of the working of the present 
system, of the disregard of that just spirit with 
which we should always act. If you adopt a 
general bill, that kind of business is over, and 
there will be no more of this sort of legislation. 
A private claim must then go into a geveral appre- 
priation bill; and what takes place when it goes 
there? Precisely the same course is takan there 
as with any other general appropriation bill. In 
the first place, there is one advantage which will 
accrue from this course, and that will bein the sav- 
ing of the time of the House, because eaeh Friday 
and Saturday, which are now devoted to private 
claims, musi stand devoted to that particular and 
specificobject. When Friday and Saturday come 


| around, that bill comes up for consideration, and 


you debate it until the House is satisfied with the 
general debate upon it. Thedebate is then closed, 
but the bill cannot be taken out of the committee 
until, under the five minutes rule, it is read and 
debated section by section; and thus it is purified 
and revised, so as to stand the test of the majority 
of this House, after the five minutes debate shall 
have ceased. 

I ask who are they who oppose all action in re- 
gard to this matter? Some advocate one propo- 
sition, and some another, but we all know that 
we ought to do something. Iam firm in the be- 
lief that the principle of the proposition we are 
now discussing is the very best thing which can 
be adopted. It was a most happy conception of 
the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Browy.] I 
say, in justice to ourselves and the country, we 
ought to do something, for now our hands are 
completely bound, and we are completely helpless 
in this matter of settling and disposing of a most 
interesting and perplexing class of the public busi- 
ness. In compliance with my promise, | cal! the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
mair question ordered to be put. 

The question being upon Mr. Freeman’s 
amendment to the resolution, 

Mr. FREEMAN demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Bennett and Savace 
were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
ayes 63, noes 73. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of Mr. Brown’s resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Some days ago, 
when the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
CuHANDLER,| as I learn, made a request to the 


sion of more than three or four private claims | 


You pass them without | 
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| Srvarr] decided that there could be no leave 


granted me to vote in that way, asthe Chair had 
decided the vote to be 70 in the affirmative and 70 
in the negative. After the gentleman from Ten- 


| nessee |Mr. Jones} had made the objection, which 


| by tellers. 


| own benefit. 


remarks, 


I did not at all attribute to him as any personal 
objection to me, and after a new vote was ordered, 
I did take the arm of a gentleman near me and 
pass between the tellers as | haveupon every other 
occasion when the House was divided on a vote 
When the gentleman who sits pear 
me (Mr. Wirxtams] troubled the House by ask- 
ing leave for me to be excused from passing be- 
tween the tellers, I objected on this account, that I 
preferred what little exercise I could get for my 
I am under many and great obliga- 
tions to the House for its extreme courtesy and 
kindness ever since I have been here. With these 
1 will say nothing further. 

Mr. STANLY demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. STUART moved that it be lad upon the 
table. 

Mr. BROWN demanded the yeas and nays; 


| which were ordered. 


| Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, J. 


The question was then taken, and the result 
was—yeas 77, nays 90; as follows: 


Y EAS— Messrs. Allison, Averett, Thos. H. Bayty, Beale, 
Bell, Bocock, Bowie, J. H. Boyd, Briggs, Buell, Burrows, 
Clark, Cleveland, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Bast- 
man, Fiteh, Floyd, Freeman, Thos. J. D. Patier, Gamble, 
Gilmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, Harper, Hebard, Hendricks, 
Hibbard, Holladay, Horstord, Howard, John W. Howe, 
Glaney 
Jones, George G. King, Presten King, Kartz, Letcher, 
Mace, Marshall, Mcl'onald, MeNair, Meacham, Millson, 
Morehead, Murphy, Murray, Newton, Outlaw, Andrew 
Parker, Peasiee, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, Price, Riddle, 
Robie, Ross, Sackett, Savage, Schoolcralt, Schoonmaker, 
David L. Seymour, Ongen 3. Sevmour, Skelton, Stanly, 
Stuart, Sweetser, Townshend,Walbridge, Wallace, Weich, 
Wells, and Wildrick—77. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Willis Allen, Vil- 
liam Appleton, Ashe, Barrere, Bennett, Bibighaus, Bragg, 
Brenton, Aibert G. Brown, Busby, FE. Carrington Cabell, 


| Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cart- 


ter, Caskie, Chapman, Chastain, Clemens, Cobb, Conger, 


'| Cullom, Darby, George T. Davis, Doekery, Doty, Duncan, 


House that when we were dividing by tellers | 


upen a question, the gentleman from Missouri | 


{Mr. Darsy] might be permitted to vote in his | 
seat, | was understood to have objected to it. | 


Nothing could have been further from my inten- 
tion. lL have no recollection of having heard such 
a request; and | now ask that the House will 
grant him that right for the balance of the session. 

[Cries of ** Agreed !”’ ** Agreed !”’ ** Agreed !’’} 

Mr. DARBY. I wish to say a word or two 
upon this matter. I am extremely sorry that I 
should be the oceasion of any delay in the busi- 
ness of the House. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr. CHanpier,} it is true, at the time 
referred to, was kind enough to ask that I should 


be excused from voting by passing between the | 


tellers. As | understood at the time, and as the 
report shows, the gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. 


Dunham, Edmundson, Evans, Ewing, Faulkner, Fieklin, 


| Florence, Heury M. Fuller, Gaylord, Grow, Lsham G. Har- 


ris, Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Haseall, Henn, Hillyer, 
Houston, Thomas M, Howe, llunter, Ives, Jackson, Jen- 
kins, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George VW. 
Jones, Landry, MeCorkle, Meade, Motony, Jolin Moore, 
Morrison, Nabers, Orr, Samuel W. Parker, Poik, Porter, 


| Preston, Reed, Robbins, Robinson, Rassell, Schermerhorn, 


| Seudder, Smart, 


Smith, Snow, Benjamin Stanton, Fred 
erick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abr’m P. Stephens, 
Alexander H. Stephens, St. Martin, ‘Taylor, Thurston, 
Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Addison White, Wileox, Wil 
liams, and Woodward—90. 


So the House refused to lay the resolution on 


| the table. 


Mr. FREEMAN. I now renew my amend- 


ment as an independent proposition, 


Mr. BROWN. 
The SPEAKER. 


t ask if that can be done? 
The previous question hav- 


| ing been seconded, it is not competent for the gen- 


Jones} objected to my voting, unless there was a | 


tleman to offer his proposition. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I desire to inquire of 
the Chair, if it would not be in order to 
refer this bill to a committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair muat inform the 
gentieman that no motion is in order with refer- 
ence to the resolution which Is now under the 
operation of the previous que stion. The question 
is now upon its adoption. 

{Cries of ** Question !”’ * Question !""} 

Mr. SWEETSER. I cail for the yeas and 


move to 


nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; end the ques- 
tion being taken, the result was—yeas / t, nays 


87; as follows: 
YEAS—Measrs. Abercrombie, 
liam Appleton, Ashe, Barrere, Bennett, Bibighaus, Bragg, 
Brenton, Albert G. Brown, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, 
Caldwell, L. D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Caskiec, 
Chapman, Chastain, Clemens, Clingman, Cobb, Conger 


- ’ 


Aiken, Willis Atlen, Wil 


Culiom, Darby, George T. Davis, Dockery, Donean, Dun 
ham. Faulkner, Ficklin, flenry M. Fuller, Gaylord, Grey, 
Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hillyer, Hunter, 


Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, Robert W. Johnson, Laniel ‘I 
Jones, Geo. W. Jones, Landry, MeCorkic, Meade, Molon 
John Moore, Nabers, Orr, Samue! W. Parker, Peun, Polk, 
Porter, Preston Reed, Robbins, Rotinson Beudder, Smart, 


Smith, Snow, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
Alex. H. Stephens, St. Martin, Taylor, Venable, Ward, 
Washburn, Watkins, Wilcox, Wiiliaus, and Woodward 

NAYS- Mesers. Allison; Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Reale. Bell, Bocock, Bowie, J. H. Boyd, Buell, Burr ty 
Cavtter, @handler, Clark, Cleveland, Clinginnn, Curtis, J.G. 
Davis, Dawsen, Eastman, Edwundem, Mlorence, Fiogd, 


recount made at the time. The Chairman [Mr. || Freeman, Thomas J. 1). Putter, Gan ble, Giddings, Gilmore, 
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Goodenow, Goodrich, Gorman, Grow, Harper, Hart, Has- 
call, Hebard, Henn, Wibbard, Holladay, Horstord, Hous- 
ton, John W. Howe,’ Thomas M. dlowe, Ingersoll, Andrew 
Johuson, James Johnson, Johu Johnson, J. Glancy Jones, 
George G. Kiug, Preston King, Kurtz, Letcher, McDonald, 
MecMailin, Meacham, Millson, Morehead, Morrison, Mur 
pny, Murray, Newton, Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Peasice, 

entiman, Perkins, Phelps, Priee. Riddle, Robie, Ross, 
Sackett, Savage, Schermerhorn, Schoonmaker, David L. 
Seymour, Origen 8 Seymour, Skelton, Stanly, Benjamin 


Btanton, Abr’m P. Stephens, Stuart, Sweetser, Thurston, ’ 


Townshend, Walbridge, Wallace, Weich, Wells, and Wil- 
drick —29. 

So the resolution was not adopted. 

Mr. EWING here obtained the floor. 

Mr. STANLY. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. 1 move that the vote just taken, by which 
the House refused to adopt the resolution, be re- 
considered, and that the motion to reconsider do 
lie upon the table. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope gentle- 
men will not permit the motion to lie upon the ta- 
ble to be pressed until we have had an opportunity 
to look into the resolution. 

Cries of ** Question !”’ ** Question !’’) 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. J desire to ask the 
Chair a question. Ifthe motion to lay upon the 
table should not prevail, and the House agree to 
reconsider the vote they have just taken, will the 
previous question have exhausted itself? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. STANTON. Wiili it be then in order to 
offer an amendment to the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER, The resolution will then be 
open to amendment. 

Mr. STANTON. Then I shall vote against 
laying the motion to reconsider on the table. 

(Cries of ** Question !’’ ** Question!’’} 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. Ewine] rose as soon as the last vote 
was announced, and was recognized by the Chair. 
The gentleman from Virginia cannottake the floor 
to move an adjournment until the Chair has ascer- 
tained the object of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. EWING. Idesired the unanimous con- 


sent of the House for leave to introduce a resolu- . 


tion of inguiry. 

Mr. STANLY. 1 desire to inquire of the 
Chair if my motion is not a privileged motion? 

The SPEAKER. It is, but the gentleman from 
Kentucky asks the unanimous consent of the 
House to introduce his resolution, and the Chair 
must state the question. 

Several Members. Read for information. 

The resolution was then read for information, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Commitiee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of a resolution, pro- 
viding fur an amendmen: of the Constitution in such a man- 
ner as to authorize Congress to require that the electors for 
the Presidency and Vice Presidency (except the two sen 
atorial electors) shall be chosen in each State by separate 
districts, instead of by a vote of the whole State.” 

There was no objection, and the resolution was 
accordingly introduced and adopted. 

Mr. POLK here obtained the floor. 

Mr. STANLY. I rise to a question of order. 
I moved to lay the motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the House refused to pass the resolution 
of the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. Brown) 
on the table. I ask that that vote may now be 
taken. 


MRS. MARGARET L. WORTH. 
Mr. POLK. 


may be appointed, to meet a similar committee 
upon the part of the Senate, in relation to the pen- 
sion of the widow of the late Major General 
Worth. The bill failed of final action last session 
for the want of time to dispose of the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. STANLY. I hope the gentleman wiil make 
his motion, and have it entered. I do not wish to 


interfere with the gentleman’s object; but | insist | 


that the vote shall be taken upon my motion. 


There was no objection, and Mr. Poik’s motion | 
was received, and agreed to; and the Speaker au- | 


thorized to appoint a committee. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Sranzy’s 
motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to introduce a resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. CARTTER. 


T object to any resolution 


being introduced until the motion of the gentleman | 


I desire to ask the unanimous con- || 
sent of the House, that a committee of conference | 








| from North Carolina ispee 
of. 


{Mr. Sranty] is disposed | 


{Cries of ** Question !’’ ** Question!” and con- | 


arrest 

_ Mr, JOUNSON, of Arkansas. I rise to a priv- | 
ileged question. I move that the House do now 

| adjourn. 


The question was taken, and upon a division 
there were—ayes 63, noes 76. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, demanded tellers, 
but they were not ordered. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question then recurred upon the motion to | 


lay upon the table. 


The yeas and nays were demanded, but only | 


‘nineteen rising in the affirmative, they were not 
ordered. 

The ay was then taken,and the motion to 
reconsider was ordered to lie upon the table— 
ayes 83, noes not counted. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I now ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: 
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Resolved, That there be paid to Francis H. Smith, out of | 


the contingent fund of the House, one hundred and fifty 





By Mr. J. W. HOWE: Five several niin 
signed by the citizens of Venange and Clarion MeTORGHy 
Pennsylvania, praying Congress to establish a ett, 
from Franklin, in the former, to Tylersburg i, ate 
county, on the old State road, via Clairberry and Pin 
townships, in Venango county, and Clinton Fone 
Clarion eounty, to the village of Tylersburg. lace, iy 

By Mr. EASTMAN: The petition of 86 eit 
cousin, for the establishmentof a mail route { 
the county seat of Marathon county, 
river. . 


Nizens of Ww 
rom Wa 
to Showno, on Wot 





IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, December 21, 1859. 
3 Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Boris, 
Mr. WADEpresented the petition of the Cleve, 
land, Painesville, and Ashtabula Railroad Con. 


pany, praying that the railroad from Cleveland to 
the line between Pennsylvania and Ohio, and & 


-much of the Franklin Canal Company’s railrogg 


‘as extends from the State line to the city 


. of Erie 
be established as a post road; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Pos 


| Roads. 


dollars, for his services in reporting the evidence taken be- || 


fore the Committee on the Judiciary relative to the charges 
against the Hon. John C. Watrous, district judge for the 
district of Texas. 
Mr. STANLY. I object. 
Mr. HARRIS. I move to suspend the rules. 
I offer this resolution under the instructions of the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. HART. 
adjourn. 
The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to, and 
_ The House adjourned till to-morrow at twelve 
o’clock, m. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


| Mr. FREEMAN gave notice that he would on to-morrow, | 
| or some subsequent day, a-k leave tolintroduce a bill to give || 
to the district courts of the United States jurisdiction to try | 


and determine all private claims against the United States. © 





PETITIONS, &e. 


The following’ petitions and memorial were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 

By Mr. CLEMENS: The petition of Peter Yarnall and 
99 other citizens of Wheeling, in favor of a biil to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to deposit with the several 
| States the fourth installment of the deposits of the public 
money, directed to be made with said States by the act ap- 
proved June 24, 1336. 

By Mr. GROW : Thirteen petitions, containing 973 names 
of citizens of Pennsylvania, asking for the abolition of the 
office of chaplain in Congress, the Army and Navy of the 
United States. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A petition, signed by John Sharp 
and 28 other citizens of the county of Philadelphia, asking 
Congress to modify the bounty land act of September 28, 
1t50, so as to give each person intended to be benefited by 
said act, and the seamen and marines who served in said 
war, one hundred and sixty acres of land. 

By Mr. BOYD, of Kentucky: The petition of Patsy 
Flora, widow of William Flora, deceased. 

By Mr. AVERETT: The petition of Nathaniel R. Cole, 
for half pay, as provided for by the act of July 5, 1832. 

By Mr. LNGERSOLL: The petition of the ship owners 
and others of New Haven, and of the Chamber of Com- 
merece, for an appropriation to erect a custom-house in the 
port of New Haven, Connecticut. 

Also, the petition of Franklin Kelsey, of Middletown, 
Connecticut, for an appropriation by Congress to test an 
improved method of bis tor propelling all kinds and classes 


| of vessels, and that the same may be tested in the Navy of 


the United States. 

By Mr. |» ES: The petition of the President and Secre- 
tary of the Watertown and Rome Railroad Company for the 
construction of breakwaters at Cape Vincent harbor, New 
York. 

By Mr. BERNHISEL: The memorial of the Governor 
and Legislature of the Territory of Utah, asking Congress 
for an appropriation ot $60,000 for the construction of a 

| Territorial road, commencing at Great Salt Lake City, and 
extending in a southwesterly direction to the eastern bound- 
ary of the State of California. 

By Mr. ROBIE: A petition for a mail route from Rough 
and Ready, in Steuben county, New York, by way of 
West Union, and by Joshua Sluyter’s, in Troupsburg, to 
the Brookfield post office, in Tioga county, Pennsylvania, 
and from thence to the Westfield post office, in ‘l'ioga 
county, Pennsylvania. 

By Me. HIBBARD: The petition of Charles M. Howe, 
of Beuton, New Hampshire, praying for compensation for 
military services, as heir of Abraham Safford. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition of Selina C. Sumner, 
wife of Captain Thomas H. Sumner, who is now insane, 
| asking pecuniary aid tor him and his tamily, as a reward tor 
| his scientifie discovery, by which a ship’s position at sea 
may be ascertained when no observation of the sun cau be 
had. 
|| Also, the petition of George Marston and 70 others, fora 
|| beacon to be erected on the “ Deep Hole Rock,’ in the 
Vineyard Sound, Massachusetts. 


| 
{ 
j 


I move that the House do now | 












Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, 1 have am. 
morial from the American Peace Society, sizne 
by the Hon. William Jay, their president, guj 


| the other officers of the society, in which, afier 


setting forth the calamities of war, they conclude 
by asking the Senate formally to declare its cop. 
viction that it is expedient for the Executive de. 
partment of the Government to enter into com. 
munication with foreign Powers, inviting them to 
form treaties with the United States, binding the 
contracting parties, in the event of any future mis. 
understapding which cannot be adjusted by nego. 
tiation, to refer the subject to the decision of ap 
umpire to be appointed for the oecasion, The 
principle which these memorialists desire should 
be affirmed by this body has already been affirmed 
by formal resolutions reported by a late mem. 
ber of the Senate from the State of Mississippi, 
(Mr. Foote,} on behalf of the Committee oy 
Foreign Relations, but the Senate never acted 
upon these resolutions. 1 therefore now move 
the reference of this memorial to the Committe 
on Foreign Relations; and as it is carefully and 
| elaborately prepared, setting forth with great clear- 
ness the prayer of the memorialists, | would ask 
that it be printed, which motion, | believe, goes 
to the Committee on Printing. « 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and the motion to print it 
_ was referred to the’ Committee on Printing. 
| Mr. BRIGHT presented the memorial of the 
| president and directors of the Evansville and lili- 
_nois Railroad Company, praying a donation of 
land to the State of Indiana to aid in the construc 
| tion of that railroad: which was referred to the 
| Committee on Public Lands. 
| Mr. CLEMENS presented the memorial of 
_ Eugene Plunkett, praying Congress to purchase, 
| for distribution among the citizens of the United 
| States of Spanish origin, a work prepared by him 
| containing a translation, in Spanish, of the Decla- 
ration of Independence, the Constitution of the 
| United States, Washington’s Farewell Address, 
| and other similar documents; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 
| Mr. NORRIS presented the memorial of Ed- 
ward S. Meader, praying an increase of the pet- 
| sion he now receives; which was referred to the 
| 


Committee on Pensions. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. NORRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of William G. Bucknor, er 
ecutor of John J. Bulow, jr., on the files of the Senate, be 
| reterred to the Committee on Claims. 


.  BILLINTRODUCED. 
| 





Mr. BROOKE, by unanimous consent, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill to repeal all 
laws now in force imposing duties on railroad iron; 
which was read a first and second time by its tle, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


MEXICAN BOUNDARY COMMISSION. 


Mr. WELLER. I have a resolution to offer, 
which is: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed 
to inform the Senate why he has not complied with the res- 
olution adopted on the 19th of March fast, requesting bin 
to give the names and the number of the employers 
upon the Mexican boundary, together with a statement of 
the amount of money expended upon the said work. 
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1852. 
President if there be no objection, I ask 
Mr. Pres deration of the resolution now. The 
| resolution was passed upon the 19th of 
pigie jast. The Secretary of the Interior re- 
bere 1 it in part, but affirmed that he was not 
poner send in all the accounts, showing the 
hich previous appropriations had been 
he Commissioner; but we were then 
jort that they would very soon be 
They have never been sent in, and it is 
importance to the country to know 
1ey has been expended. When my 
Commissioner were called for, they 
oe. gent to the Senate in eight days after the 
et n was passed. I have waited now for 
hs for the accounts of my successor, 
k it is high time that they should be 
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consent, and agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


4 message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announcing 
that it had appointed Mr. Pouk, Mr. Istam G. 
Harris; and Mr. GoopeNnow, a Committee of 
Conference, on their part, on the disagreeing votes 


of the two Houses on the bill of the Senate for the | 


relief of Margaret L. Worth. 
On motion by Mr. BORLAND, it was 


Ordered, That a Committee of Conference on the part o 
the Senate, on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


the bill for the relief ot Margaret L. Worth, be appointed by | 


the President pro tempore. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous | 


The resolution was reported to the Senate with” 
out amendment, ordered toa third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


THE HOMESTEAD BILL. 


Mr. DODGE,yof lowa, gave notice of his in- 
tention, at an early day, to call up the bill com- 
monly known as the ** Homestead bill,’ for the 
consideration of the Senate. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. CLEMENS gave notice of his intention 
to ask leave to introduce a bill to remove the land 
office at Sparta, Alabama, to Elba, in said State; 


and to reorganize the land districts of Sparta and 
Cahawba. 


HON. DAVID MERIWETHER. 


Mr. RUSK. I ask leave to present a resolu- 
tion, which I hope the Senate will unanimously 
agree to consider at this time: 


Resolved, ‘That the Hon. David Meriwether, late a mem- 
ber of the Senate from the State of Kentucky, be paid his 


| mileage and per diem up to the 20th day of December, in- 


clusive. 


Sir, it will be recollected by the Senate, that at 
the time the Hon. David Meriwether took his 
seat here at the last Session, the question was start- 


| ed as to the validity of the election of Mx. Dixon, 


| or rather as to the effect of the limitation imposed 


i YY the Governor of the State of Kentucky, upon 
a . 


And Mr. Bort ann, Mr. Davis, and Mr. Sutexps, | 


were appointed. 
ACCOUNTS OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER. 


The joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, authorizing the settlement of the ac- 
counts of the public printer, for paper used by him 
since the Ist of November, 1852, was read a first 

> time, and ordered toa second reading. 
' Mr. SHIELDS. I hope it will be read a sec- 
' ond time for the purpose of reference. 
| Mr. BORLAND. I will suggest to the Senator 
that itis not worth while to refer it. It is a mat- 
er that has been considered by the Committee on 
Printing, and they are unanimously in favor of it. 
The Jomt Committee on Printing unanimously 
F authorized the introduction of the resolution into 


the House, and I hope therefore it will be passed | 


now without any reference. It is absolutely ne- 
cessary that it should be passed. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
read a second time, and the Senate proceeded to 
consider it as in Committee of the W hole. 

It proposes that the accounts of the public 
printer for paper furnished and used by him since 


the expiration of the time specified in the sixth | 


section of the act making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year ending Jane 30, 1853, 
and for other purposes, and also for paper to be 
furnished and used by him unul the Superintend- 
ent of Public Printing shall commence furnishing 
and delivering to him paper, be settled and paid 
as the accounts of the public printer have been 
settled and paid under the sixth section of that 
act. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The principle involved in the 
resolution is this: It will be recollected that when 
the system of printing was changed, no provision 
was made in the printing bill for furnishing paper 


from the time that law went into effect up to the | 


period of time when the Superintendent was to ad- 
verse for proposals to furnish paper to the public 
printer. An amendment was therefore inserted 


in the naval appropriation bill, on my motion, au- | 
thorizing the public printer to purchase for sixty | 


days such paper as was specified in the law. At 
the expiration of those sixty days, the Superin- 
tendent was not able to purchase the paper accord- 
ing to that bill, and there was a period of time 


between the expiration of the sixty days and the | 


present time when the public printer could get no 


_ the seat, and in assigning it to Mr. Dixon, there 
_ was a division of opinion, and some of the ablest 


Meriwether’s commission. Some of the 
ablest minds of the Senate then expressed the 
opinion that the Governor had no right to limit it, 
and that Mr. Meriwether was entitled to fill the 
unexpired term of Mr. Clay up to the time of the 
next meeting of the Legislature. Under that noti- 
fication or that intimation from the Senate, at the 
time of the presentation of his credentials, Mr. 
Meriwether, as I think he ought to have done, 
came to this city at the present session of Con- 
gress. It will be also remembered, thatat the first | 
moment when the question was raised at this | 
session, the Vice President elect of the United 
States—w hose indisposition we all sincerely regret, 
a man distinguished for his ability and unim- 
peachable integrity—expressed the opinion that 
without an order of the Senate to the contrary, 
Mr. Meriwether’s name would be continued on | 
the rolls, and that he must be called when the yeas 
and nays were ordered. In the discussion which 
has terminated in excluding Mr. Meriwether from 


lawyers of the Senate, gave it as their conviction | 
that Mr. Meriwether was stilla Senator. This | 
opinion was expressed by gentlemen celebrated for 
talents, and entirely above the suspicion of any 
other influence than their honest judgment in re- 
gard to the constitutional provision. 

I have presented this resolution without consult- 
ation with any one. Ido not know that it will 
be at all agreeable to Mr. Meriwether. I have 
neither seen nor consulted him; but I think it is 
due, upon principles of justice, to him, and I hope 
the Senate will so consider. The conduct of Mr. 
Meriwether in the whole matter has been highly 
commendable. He has not presented himself here; 
and so faras [ have known, he has not conversed | 
with Senators pending this question. From what 
I know of the man, | think that his visit to this 
place was dictated by a sense of duty under the | 
opinion expressed by able men that he was stilla 
Senator, and would be called upon to perform the 
duties of the office. Under such circumstances | 
hope there will be no objection to the immediate 
consideration and passage of the resolution. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I hope it will lie over. 

The PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the 
resolution must lie over for one day under the || 


rules. 


paper from the Superintendent. He consequently | 
sssumed the authority to furnish the paper, which | 


was of the quality specified in the law; and it is | 


to pay for this Paes that this joint resolution has 
been offered. I think we owe it in justice to the 
public printer and the Superintendent, who have 
done their duty so faithfully and so well, to act 
with promptness. I ho 


ume, 





On motion, Mr. Tovcey was excused from 
service as chairman of the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, and Mr. Dopee, of lowa, was 
appointed to fill the vacancy thereby created. 


LIEUTENANT GENERAL. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, the consideration. of the joint resolution 


COMMITTEE ON REVOLUTIONARY CLAIMS. | 
| 
| 
} 


| 
| 
| 


| ‘authorizing the President of the United States | 
! the resolution will re- | 
ceive the favorable action of the Senate at this | 


to confer the title of Lieutenant General by brevet 
for eminent services.”’ 


Mr. SHIELDS. I deem it my duty to state, | 


2 ee 


. 
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that this is nota new proposition brought up at 
this time. Itis rather an old one. About two 
years ago it was considered and acted upon by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and | was instruct- 
ed to make a report at that time, and I did so. The 
report was favorably received by the Senate, and 
a resolutien similar to this passed this body with 
very little opposition, but it was lost in the House 
of Representatives for want of time, 

At the last session the Military Committee again 
entered upon the consideration of the subject and 
instructed the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Ciem- 
ENs| to make a report, and he, in substance, re- 
ported the resolution which is now before the Sen- 
ate. The Committee on Military Affairs deem 
this a matter of justice—military justice to Gen- 
eral Scott. The intention is to cenfer a brevet 
upon General Scott, and this resolution proposes 
to give such power to the President of che United 
States, by whom we have no doubt it will be exer- 
cised in accordance with our expectations. It is 
not proposed to confer the brevet by the resolu- 
tion upon General Scott. That is not in our power. 
But it gives the President power to confer the bre- 
vetin such a way as to embrace General Scott. 
The Military Committee are of opinion that itis a 
matter of justice to that distinguished individual, 
Of all the officers who served in the Mexican war, 
I believe General Scott is the only one in the reg- 
ular army that has gained neither additional pay 





| nor additional rank in consequence of that service. 


His subordinates—all who served with any dis- 
tinction under him—received one, two, or three 
brevets; and they have the rank, and most of 
them the pay, to which those brevets entitle them. 


But he who commanded the army, who was at 


| the head of it, and who guided it to the achieve- 


ment of those glorious victories, has received 
nothing—neither additional pay nor additional 
rank. It occurs to pail hope it will strike 
every one in that light—that it is a matter of mili- 
tary justice, that he should derive some additional 
rank from his glorious and gallant services in that 
war; and no man in the country will deny that 
those services were of the most glorious charac- 
ter. 

Besides, sir, it seems to me that this is a favor- 
able occesion to perform this act, particularly on 
the part of the majority, with whom I have the 
honor to be associated politically. The powerful 
should always be generous; it isa duty for them 


|to be so. And permit me to say, and I can say it 


truly and boldly, that there never was a more gen- 
erous victor than General Scott himself; there never 
was a more humane or a more generous chieftain. 
But | do not place this upon the ground of gener- 
osity. We base it upon the principle of military 
justice to this distinguished chieftain. His posi- 
tion was such that he could not obtain additional 
rank, without legislation. His subordinates did 
obtain it. They received their brevets; and he, 
too, is entitled to one, and should receive it. 

I know that it may be said that a brevet is of 


| very little value; but it is of great value to a soldier; 


it is of incalculable value to him—and why? Be- 
cause it is the stamp of his nation; it is a seal put 
upon him by his country for gallant services; he 
feels proud that his country recognizes these ser- 
vices, and a brevet is a proof of that recognition. 
That is the reason why the soldier values it; and 
in that respect itisinvaluable to him. Every man 
who knows anything of the army knows that. 

I know that the honorable Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Sumner] has this morning pre- 
sented a memorial from the Peace Society, by 
which that society, | believe, proposes a plan that 
will prevent any future wars. I hope that may 
be the case; but judging of the future by the past, 
I doubt whether that society will produce any 
great influence upon the world. At all events, 
this country owes a great deal more to its army 
than to peace societies. And permit me to say, 
that at this moment there is not an army of the 


| same number in the world that performs more 


hard, dreary, and cheerless service, than the A rmy 
of the United States. They are away beyond the 
bounds of civilization, scattered along your vast 


frontier. They endure all the hardships, al! the 


fatigue, all the privations, and, I may say, al! the 
dangers of war, and have none of its promises of 
glory. A compliment paid to the chief of the 
army is an honor to the whole army. Every 
man in the army feels it. 

Besides, sir, your army deserves well of the 
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country. There never was a little army on earth 
that deserved more from a couutry than the Army 
of the United States. It brought you through 
three glorious wars; and from Lexington to Mex- 
ico it has always been victorious; and perhaps 
there is not in that Whole path of glory from Lex- 
ington to the City of Mexico, one portion more 
brilliant than that guided by this distinguished 
chieftain whom we iatend by this resolution to 
honor. Look at the campaign from Vera Cruz to 
the City of Mexico. Sir, there is no true history 
of that campaign. I have read all the histories 
which have been published, and none of them do 
justice to the campaign, or to the chieftain who 
guided and directed the army through it. I am 
not going into it now; but I would ask any man 
to point out to me a parallel in military history— 
an achievement superior to the siege and capture 
of Vera Cruz. One of the strongest places in the 
world—strongly forufied, strongly garrisoned—fell 
before the American army, with only the loss, in 
killed and wounded, of about sixty men. Was 
not that generalship? Where can you find a par- 
allel for it? 

Go to Cerro Gordo, a natural fortress, nothing 
like it perhaps on this conunent; a handful of men 
might have defended it against anarmy. Then 
lovk at the plan of attack, look at the execution 
of that plan; look at its results; and where will 
you find a more glorious military achievement. 

Sir, go to the City of Mexico. Look at our 
army before that City. ‘There it was, comprising 
only about six thousand men, the mere remnant 
of war, of batue, of disease. Before them lay a 
city of two hundred thousand inhabitants, defend- 
ed by an army of over twenty thousand men, as 
well disciplined, as well organized as they them- 
selves were. Around that remnant of Americans 
were their wounded, their sick, their dying. 
‘There they were, in the midst of a nation of seven 
millions of enemies. There they stood, cut off, 
isolated from their own country, comprising only 
six thousand men, in the heart of a nation, before 
one of the most magnificent cities on this cont- 
nent, with an army of twenty thousand men to 
defend it. Yet your army entered that city; they 
captured it, and forced the country to peace. 
And [ will add, what is more glorious, both to the 
army and its commander, that life and property 
were never as secure in that City since the fall of 
the Montezumas, as while our army occupied it; 
for [ will say this, and I can say it fearlessly, that 
a more humane and generous commander never 
led an army, than the man whom it is intended to 
honor by this resolution, 

Sir, ] intended, when I got up, to say but a few 
words. I felt it my duty from our past relations, 
to say this much; and having done sd, I take my 
seat, hoping that the resoluuon will be adopted. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, when this subject 
was before us some months since, | had insuper- 
able objections, and so expressed myself, to the 
form in which it was presented. ‘The bill, as ori- 
ginally introduced, created the brevet grade of 
lieutenant general, and rendered it a permanent 
part of our military establishment. 

I was utterly opposed to such an arrangement, 
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limited to the occasion which seemed to render it 
proper. I proposed an amendment which had in 
view this object, and avowed the determination to 
support the measure if it were adopted, and to 
vote against it if it were rejected. The bill now 
before us, introduced by the honorable Senator 
from Alabama, [Mr. CLemens,] embraces the prin- 
ciple of my amendment, providing that the law 
shall terminate when the office has been once filled, 
and become vacant, and I shall therefore cheer- 
fully give it my support. The object of this prop- 
osiuon is well understood by the Senate and by 
the country, and I shall confine myself rather to 
the explanation of my general views in relation 
to it than to any specific objections made here or 
elsewhere. That object is to provide a mode in 
which an appropriate mark of public approbation 
may be conferred upon General Scott for his emi- 
nent military services in Mexico. ‘This purpose 
is not, indeed, expressed in the billitself; because, 
being a legislative measure, all we can do in our 
legislative capacity is to create the grade, leaving 
to the appointing power to fill it upon its own re- 
sponsibility. We may, of course, be sure that 
the honor will be conferred upon General Scott; 
and we know by the terms of the bill, as I have 


already said, that it cannot afterwards be conferred 
upon any other person, as the law ipso facto ex- 
pires upon the happening of a vacancy. 

All nauons, sir, and we among them, have 


adopted the policy—the justice, indeed—of con- | 


ferring rewards for distinguished military services. 
These tokens of the gratitude of a country are not 
only precious memorials to those receiving them, 
and who have gained their utle to them by the 
tuils, and trials, and exposures, and sufferings of 


a perilous profession, but they become an encour- 


agement, an incentive, to others to follow in the 
same career, and to hope for the same distinction. 


A character of high and jealous honor 1s essen- | 


tial to the efficiency of any military establishment. 
[tis not a cold performance of duty which can 
raise it to a proper standard, but there must be an 
esprit du corps, a spirit of emulation, a striving 
with one another, generous, indeed, buiactive and 


| ceaseless, wherever there are duties to be fulfilied 


or honor to be acquired, whether in the fortress, 
in the camp, or on the battle-field. And I think I 
understand the feelings of the American army, and 
1 can say with a perfect conviction of the truth, 


_ that I do not believe there is another military es- 


tablishment in the world which exceeds it in the 
great characteristics of honor, patriousm, disci- 
pline, and valor; and I have heard with great 
pleasure the just and eloquent remarks of the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Sxiecps} upon this 
branch of the subject, and, indeed, upon the whole 
question. ‘lhe army has always done iis duty to 
the country, and often under circumstances of the 
greatest difficulty aud danger, and | hope the 
country will aiways be disposed to deal with it in 
a spirit of justice and kindness. 

The granting of additional brevet rank for gal- 
lant services on the battle-field, may be considered 
now as part of our national policy, sanctioned by 
practice and by the approbation of the country. 
As to titles, such as are granted elsewhere, thank 
God we have none to bestow; and I trust I shall 
never live to see the day when any pecuniary re- 
wards will be conferred upon military men, except 
pensions for injuries actually sustained in the line 
of their duty, agreeably to our present systein. 
An additional brevet grade is the true official re- 


, ward which our service offers, and it well becomes 
the nature of our institutions. 


The campaigns in Mexico were fertile in glorious 
results, and all who contributed to them by dis- 
tinguished persgmal exertions, received the ac- 
knowledgment of their good conduct by brevet 


promotions; and in many instances by more than 


_ fying to the just pride of a soldier. 


and desired the office to be a temporary one, to be ° 


one, where more than one chance of distinction 
offered itself, and was seized in a proper spirit. 


He who planned and conducted one of those || 


perilous inroads into the heart of the enemy’s 


introduced without reference to an 


| ** be commander-in-chief of the army and 
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man, and I have an insuperable Objection 1 

nect any one with his honors by reviving the ew 
another. And, besides, the proposition may, a 
a question we had better avoid, when we a a 
it so easily and so properly. The office of lin 
tenant general was never directly introduced a 
our service, The office created was that often 
mander of the army,” **to be commission ia 
lieutenant general,’’ and who was « author 
to command the armies of the United ee 
Here it will be seen that the naked grade of leg 
tenant general is not provided for, but that the 
designation 1s to be given to a high officer char 
wittt the command of all our military force 
question arose respecting the constitutional 
this arrangement, because it seemed to j 
with the constitutional right of the Pres; 


the 
ged 
A 
ality of 
Nterfere 
dent to 
” ; Navy of 
the United States,”? &c. And therefore, at a sy). 
sequent session of Congress, this arrangement was 
repeaied, and provision was made for the appoint. 
ment of a **general of the armies of the United 
Siates.’’ I desire to leave sacred and untouched 
an office created expressly for Washington, ay 
aiso to avoid any constituuonal question upon this 
subject. 7 
To render the proposed measure obnoxious, the 
grade of lieutenant general has been charged wir) 
being aristocratic, and unsuited to the nature 
our institutions. It is rather difficult to treat » 
absurd an objection seriously. What makes it 


|| aristocratic? Not the name; for we have majo 
| generals with higher sounding titles, though wy) 


less rank, and we have captain generals ip tip 


| States, and | believe also leutenant generals 


some of them. Where we shall stop in mili y 
grades, is a mere question of expediency, depend. 
log on eXisting circumstances and on the exie 


ut i 


_ our establishment, 


country is the only living officer of the army ex- | 
cluded from this distribution of rewards, so grati- | 


And why is 


this? Net because his eminent merits were not felt 


and acknowledged—for no such injustice found | 


place in the hearts of the people—but because he 
won, almost forty years ago, in other fields, but 
with equal gallantry, the highest grade known to 
our system. And though he had other services 
to render, we had no other rewards to offer, in 


the line of his duty, without some new legislative 


| provision. 


The gradations in our military estab- 
lishment rise from second or third lieutenants, 


formerly ensigns, (and I do not know why the | 
designation was changed,) to first lieutenants, | 


captains, majors, lieutenant colonels, colonels, 
brigadier generals, and major generals, and there 


we have always stopped, with the exception of 
the office of commander-in-chief during the revo- | 
lutionary war, and of the arrangement for the re- | 


turn of General Washington to the military ser- 
vice of the country during our difficulties with 
France, when the position of commander of the 
army, commissioned as a lieutenant general, was 


conferred upon him, but was afterwards changed | 
to that of general of the armies of the United States. | 


I allude to this merely as an interesting incident 


_in our military history, and not as a_ precedent 


for our action now or hereafter; for Washington 


| stood alone in character and services, and in the | 


| the annals of the world. 


hearts of his countrymen, and, in my opinion, in 
And as his career was 
without example, so the personal distinctions at- 
tached to him should remain his own, furnishing 
no precedent for future application. 

And it is in this spirit of jealous reverence for 


At one time, during the administration of Mr, 
Jefferson, it was proposed, | believe by General 
Dearborn, then Secretary of War, to have uo 
higher officer thana colonel; and for many yearn— 
from the death of General Wayne, indeed, till the 
war of 1812, with the exception of the increased 
establishment arising out of the French difficulties, 


_to which I have already referred—we had nove 


higher than a brigadier general, which was the 


_rauk of General Wilkinson, who commanded the 


excite prejudices against it. 


army for many years. There is nothing more 
aristocratic in one military grade than in another. 
Iexperience has shown that these gradations are 
essential to efficient service; and where they shall 
stop is, as I have said, a mere question of legisla- 
tive discretion. We do not now need the perma- 
nent position of lieutenant general in our army, 
nor do | foresee when we shall. And this conve: 
tion was the cause of the objection I first took 
this measure. I advert to the general consieri- 
tions l have just presented, not atall as reasons for 
the creation of the grade, but to repel the charge 
of its aristocratic character, so well calculated W 
My reason for its 
creation is, that it will enable the proper authori'y 
to render an appropriate testimonial to the servi- 
ces of General Scott in the same manner as it bas 
been rendered to every officer in the army he le 
to battle and to victory, who was entitled to the 


distinction. It is not necessary to review the life 





_ their splendor and his achievements. 


-of General Scott that his countrymen may be able 


to appreciate what he has done for their interes! 
and their honor. Almost half a century bes 
elapsed since his name and his deeds were house 
hold words, familiar to the American people 
throughout the whole extent of the Republic. | 
But his campaign in Mexico was the crownilz 
act of his military life, and it will ever fill one o! 
the brightest pages of our history. _I desire, how 
ever, to do justice to General Scott, but no injustice 
to his co-laborers in that great work by a-spiit of 
partisanship, to which we are ever prone, avd 
which would leave to his countrymen but little 
concern in many glorious victories but to admire 
There ‘3 
honor enough for all—for the living and the dead— 
and fet us render it to all, to each, indeed, as he 
merits it. Nothing is gained for the cause ° 
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or of truth by those invidious encomi- 
setae 6 

riots! aa 

Pp . which, while they elevate one, depress many 


pms, v entrast they exhibit. General Scott led 
by ne Cor en American army, composed of volun- 
7 Mexia nila troops, equal to those to be found 
gees — service, beit where it may, in phys- 
jn any ad in honor, in valor, in patriotism, and 
jee Pv ligence. The progress of that army is 


OD githout & parallel in ancient or in modern 
Bee, py the disparity of force it encountered 
Ware ame, by the celerity of its movements, 
an uniform success of its operation, under 
yastances of great trial and difficulty, m the 
of a hostile people, and cut off from their 


quntry, self-dependent and self-sustained. 


’ 


oe mies were dispersed or overthrown before our 

“+ » eountrymen, fortresses fell at their approach 
Fen ack, and the capture of the capital terminated 
Gee eampaign, and, in fact, placed the nation at 
merey. One incident which marked these 
“ ‘d | efforts gives them a deep interest and a 
: antic character, which we may seek in vain 


the records of national contests. For many 
" ouradventurous army was lost to their coun- 
ven and to the world. Relying upon the gal- 
ry and superiority of his troops, the General 

' aul the hardy measure—wise as It proved by 
- oseess, but rash, as it would have been de- 
c inced, had it failed—of abandoning his commu- 
nications with the coast, and therefore with his 
-ouatry, and of committing the fate of his army 
‘ya forward movement into the heart of the ene- 
y's territory, and to a vigorous attack upon the 
capital. We all remember with what anxiety this 
ive movement was regarded, and how we 
. ed, with: almost painful solicitude, for tidings 
fom our brethren engaged in a perilous conflict, 
sad shrouded from our view by the cloud that 
rested upon them. But ere long this obscurity 
ve way, like the veil that covered and then re- 
vealed the Trojan hero— 


id 


“ Quum circumfusa repente, 

Scindit se nubes, et in wethera purgat apertum,” 
and we saw our flag upon the towers of Mexico, 
ad the campaign brought to a glorious conclu- 
in these operations, so gratifying to our pride 
and so honorable to our character, General Scott 
was the leader, the commander, responsible to his 

iry for their projection and their execution. 
Aud well did he fulfilt the task assigned to him. 

Bold and active in his movements, fertile in re 
source, and prompt in seizing every advantage of 
ihe errors of his enemy, he displayed traits of 
severalship which have commanded the respect of 
the world, and have placed him among the great 

pains of the age. And these brilliant achieve- 
ments have not only conferred imperishable honor 
upon our name, but they have added to our moral 
sirength and standing among the nations of the 
earth, by the display of noble qualities which 
prove that an American army is as able as it is 
willing to stand between their country and her 
foes, and to defend her rights and her interests in 
any extremity of difficulty and danger. 

or his share in these splendid feats I am will- 
ing tomake provision for conferring upon General 
Scott this mark of public approbation, and | think 
he well mertts it. 

Mr. BORLAND. When this subject was under 
consideration in the Senate on a former occasion, 
| offered a few remarks in opposition to the meas- 
ure. It is not my purpose now to go over those 


remarks again, or to express all the sentiments [ | 


then expressed. Not that my opinions have been 
materially changed, but that | have somewhat 
changed my purposes. In its present form, how- 
ever, even as a new proposition, | cannot vote for 
it. If it was a proposition, directly, plainly, and 
suostantially to confer upon General Scott the 
orevet rank of lieutenant general, 1 would vote 
forit. If there be honor in this commission or 
distinction which it is proposed to confer on Gen- 
eral Seott, it will be honorable only when con- 
‘erred by the representatives of this nation, by the 
voice, and | should hope the unanimous voice, of 
nited States. But in the 
Proposition now before the Senate, it seems to me 
that we seek to avoid the responsibility of pro- 
aiming to the world this high estithate, which has 
seen expressed here by individual Senators, of 
the character and achievements of General Scott. 
Sucli, fam sure, is not the purpose of Senators 


who have brought forward the proposition in his || 


jjand Michigan. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


favor. But thus it will appear upon the records 
of the country, in all comiag ume. 

To show the view which I entertain, and to 
bring forward a proposition in a form in which I 
can vote for it, and which I believe will be more 
agreeable to the views cf the American people, | 
desire to offer the following amendmen : 


Strike out all alter the enacting clause, and insert: 

That the President of the United States be authorized to 
confer upon Major General Winfield Scott, the brevet rank 
of lieutenant general,in acknowledgment ot his gallant 
and meritorious services in the war with Mexico. 


Mr. SHIELDS. Will the Senator permit me 
to ask whether that will be coustitutioual? We 
have considered that matter in the committee, and 
we felt that we could not designate the individual 
in any way, but that we might create the rank and 
leave the President to fill it as he should please. 

Mr. BORLAND. If I could be satisfied that 
my proposition is unconstitutional, | would neither 
have offered it, nor now insist upon it; but | con- 
fess 1 have been unable to see wherein it is uncon- 
stitutional. If any Senator will point out to me 
its unconstitauionality, | will thank him forit. I 
shall be glad to be informed how it is that we have 
not the consutuuional power to confer this rank 
directly upon an individual, and yet have the 
power to establish the rank and enabie the Presi- 
dent of the United States to fillit. For my life | 

| cannot see, so far as the exercise of the pewer is 
concerned, any substantial difference between the 
propositions. But I do feel, as one of the Ameri- 
can people, a deep interest in the character of our 
military men; and I will go as far as any one in 
paying the tribute of my admiration and gratitude 
to General Scott for his distinguished services. If, 
however, we are to give full force to this distinc- 
tion, it must be by conferring this rank as repre- 
sentatives of the American people, rather than by 
putting it within the option of any particular in- 
dividual, however high his station may be. 

Mr. CHASE. When this resolution was ori- 

| ginally before the Senate some two years since, 

Mr. President, | felt. myself constrained to vote 
against it. I then gave a silent vote, but | now 
propose to state briefly the reasons which control 
me. 

The object of the resolution has been distinctly 
avowed by the honorable Senators from Illinois 

It is to create a new rank in 

| the Army tor the purpose of distinguishing a par- 
ticular individual, by conferring that rank upon 
him. Now, is it expedient that the American 

| Congress should create thisrank which has been, 
as stated by the Scnator from Michigan, but once 
created in our history, and then for a particular 
| purpose? Sir, the reward of duty is the conscious- 
ness of duty done. That is the highest reward, 
and | suppose it is that which the soldier as well 
| as the civilian, most covets—that consciousness 
which will sustain him atall times and under all 
circumstances, amid opprobrium as well as ap- 
plause—the reward which he finds in his own 
breast, and which it is impossible that any can 
take from him. Sir, no man wishes to take a leaf 
from any laurel which General Scott has won or 
worn. No man desires to deprive him, in the 
| smallest degree, of any honors which a grateful 
country has bestowed upon him, or of that world- 
wide esteem in which he is held wherever the fame 


|| of his achievements has gone—and that fame has 


gone wherever civilized men exist, and, indeed, I 
may say, wherever any language is uttered. 

Mr. President, our duty is to consider the con- 
sequences of the act which we are called upon to 
perform. I said a moment since, repeating what 
had fallen from the Senator from Michigan, that 

this rank has been but once created in our history; 
_and then it was created for the purpose of con- 
| ferring it upon a man who was above al! his com- 
peers. The Senator from Michigan is justly jeal- 
ous of the fame of Washington, and would not 
have the office by which he was distinguished re- 
| vived. He proposes, therefore, ‘‘ that the office 
| be now created.”’ 

But I submit that no mere change of phrase will 
accomplish his object. The thing remains; the 
| fact is there; you create anew the office which was 
| created for Washington, for the sole purpose of 

conferring it upon another individual. It matters 

little whether you style it, the *‘ creation”’ or the 

** revival ’’ of the office. 
|| And let us remember, sir, that even the lead of 
|| our armies through the war of the Revolution, 
was not thought a sufficient reason for the crea- 
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tion of a new office with which to distinguish 
Washington. He conferred upon his country the 
highest of all national benefits. He assured to 
her, by his services in the field, freedom and inde- 
pendence, and, more than any other man, under 
the blessing of Divine Providence, secured to us 
the institutions which we now enjoy;and yet, who 
ever thought of dignifying him by a new title or 
a hew military rank, by any of these gewgaws 
and distinctions which Legislatures can create and 
which Legislatures can take away? No, sir, his 
reward was of a different description. His re- 
ward was found in the consciousness of a noble 
heart, that he had conferred great benefits upon 
his country and upon the world. His reward, 
too, was found in that grateful acclaim of the 
people which surrounded him wherever he went, 
and distinguished him as ** First in war, first in 
peace, and first in the hearts of his country- 
men,’’ That was his distinction. No trappings 
of office; no mere military title; no paltry honers 
which can be conferred or taken away by Legis- 
latures, constituted any part of it. It flowed from 
the great fountain of his own services, and was 
returned to him in the gratitude of the people. 

Sir, I am averse, I will say, to distinguishing 
any man with the title which was conferred upon 
Washington; and I wish here to remark—and I 
believe the history of the country will sustain me 
in stating—that the rank of lieutenant general was 
conferred upon Washington himself only because 
it was supposed that he was to be immediately 
called into the service of the country in a war with 
France I have read the affecting and noble letter 
in which he signified his acceptance of the com- 
mission; but he accepted it, not as a trapping, not 
as a mere title, but as a commission under. which 
to render new services to his country in a new and 
perilous field, . 

{ recollect very well that when this subject was 
under consideration before, it was sueeested on 
the part of the opponents of the resolution that we 
were originating a new policy; that we were ofler- 
ing titles, mere titles, as rewards for public serv ice, 
and it was asked where it would end? Werewe 
to create admirals and marshals? And Lajso rec- 
ollect very well that a distinguished favorer of the 
measure then said, that if a proper case should 
occur, he was willing to grant the marshal’s baton; 
he was willing to confer whatever rank distin 
guished soldiers or sailors in the Old World couid 
win, for the purpose of showing the gratitude and 
admiration of our Republic towards her successful 
warriors. 

My honorable friend from Michigan does not 
seem to think that there is any danger in mere 
titular distinctious, If the rank remains thesame, 
what is the harm of a higher titie? If the sub- 
stantial power is the same, where is the danger of 
a new distinction. Let me ask, was not the sub- 
stantial power of Louis Napoleon, two months 
ago, as great as itis now? Where, then, accerd- 
ing to this argument, was the harm in proclaiming 
him Emperor? Where the harm of settling the 
descent in his family ? 

Mr. President, | am averse to this new policy. 
We want a simple, economical Government; and 
while I concur with the distinguished Senator from 
Iilinois, that it is grateful and proper, in the ma- 
jority in this Chamber, to render whatever of honor 
they properly may to the distinguished leader ot 
their opponents, | must say that | think it un- 
wise in that majority to overlook the principles 
upon which they have professed io stand before 
the American peuple; those principles of economy, 
prudence, frugality, moderation, and reform which 
distinguish genuine from false Democracy. The 
new policy and practice which this resvlution intro- 
duces is unsanctioned by those principles—cannot 
be vindicated without disregard of them, 
against it. 

Mr. President, I concur.in much of what has 


il am 


| been so well and so eloquently said by the distin- 
| guished Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Suiexps,] in 


regard to the brilliancy of the achievernents of our 
army in the Mexican campaign. It was my for- 
tune, or misfortune, to be one of those who thought 
that war was unnecessarily commenced, It was 
my fortune, or misfortune, also, to be one of those 
who thought that it was inappropriately closed. 
In my judgment, when our army had obtained pos- 
session of the Mexican capital, and a government 
had been established for Mexico, better than that 
unfortunate country had ever known, because firm- 
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er, more impartial, and more equitable, it was our 
duty to retain the ascendeacy we had acquired, and 
introduce free and stable institutions into Mexico 
under American safeguards and auspices. But, 
sir, | dissent from that honorable Senator so far as 
he seems to think that the victories of war are 

reater than the victories of peace. Far otherwise, 
f think. fam willing to accord whatever meed of 
gratitude a grateful country may bestow upon its 
distinguished servants in the field; but, in my judg- 
ment, ** peace hath her victories no less renowned 
than war;”’ ay, Mr. President, the victories of 
peace are far grander and more glorious than those 
of war; and, in my judgment, those conquests in 
the domain of nature which have been achieved by 
a Fulton and a Morse, are far more worthy of dis- 
tinguished honors from a democratic people than 
the highest military achievement. te who sub- 
jugated the mighty power of steam to the purposes 
of man; and he who taught the lightning to per- 
form your errands over boundless continents, is 
far worthier, in my humble judgment, of titles of 
distinction, if such titles are to be conferred ai ail, 
than the most successful soldier. Ay, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and he who originates a great thought—he 
who embodies a great conception, in living lan- 
guage, aud sends 1t forth to enlighten and bless the 
world through alli ages, shining and life-giving like 
the sun, is a greater conqueror than the mightiest 
warrior, for he conquers in the highest field—the 
domain of mind. 

Sir, when Jefferson penned the Declaration of 
Independence, and announced, as the foundation- 
principle of human government, the great truth 
** that all men are CREATED EQuaAL,’’ and sent that 
truth abroad to perform its sublime mission in 
overturning thrones and principalities, he achieved 
a greater conquest than any warrior who ever led 
a host to battle. Peace, then, has her great, her 
illustrious victories; and if the victors in her battle- 
fields are not distinguished by eulogies and tri- 
umphs, which legislatures award, they may be 
well content with the glory accorded to them bya 
grateful world, with the sublime consciousness that 
they have done their duty to their race. ¥ 

Whatever view, then, | take of this proposition, 
I feel myself constrained—although I cherish for 
the distinguished individual whom it is proposed 
to honor by it a respect as sincere as that of any 
gentleman in this Senate—to record my vote against 
its adoption. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I did not wish to interrupt 
the honorable Senator, but 1 do not wish to be 
misrepresented; and I know that the Senator has 
not done so intentionally. I did not run any par- 
allel between the advehtages of a military career 
and the advantages of men in peace. i stated 
this: that this country owes more to its army than 


from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner.] I ee it, 
and 1 think no gentleman will deny it. admit 
that the achievements of peace are greater than 
the achievements of war; but J have, [ repeat, no 
respect for these transcendental peace-society 
men. When the nation is in a great exigency, I 
would not give a pinch of snuff for a thousand 
such men. 
well-disciplined men than all the peace societies 
in America. 

Mr. ADAMS. I have been hesitating how I 
should vote upon the question under consideration. 


the other House, to create the office which it is 
now proposed to create. 1 did so with great hes- 
jtation then, and under the supposed necessity of 
doing so, growing eut of what was then under- 


highest officers in command in Mexico. I have 
never ceased to regret that vote, and [ am not dis- 


reflection. I understand that Congress has already 
passed a vote of thanks, as the representatives of 
the people of the United States, for the distin- 


the Mexican war. That vote of thanks was the 
expression of an opinion by the representatives of 
the people, and a proper appreciation of the ser- 
vices rendered. No brevet appointment could be 
conferred upon him, because he already held the 
highest office known to the military institutions of 
our country. Now, for the sake of this mere 
name and honor, in this democratic country of 


it owes to its peace societies, having reference to | 
the petition presented this morning by the Senator | 


{ recollect that I once voted, when a member of | 


stood to be a conflict of opinion between the two | 


posed to cast a similar vote upon this case, after | 


guished services rendered by General Scott during | 


I would rather have one company of | 
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posed. 1 trust that no one appreciates more highly 
the distinguished services of that person in the 
field than | do; but having once voted to create the 


office of lieutenant general, and having ever re- | 
gretted that vote, I will not now vote to confer the | 


ttle for the sake of distinction merely. 

Mr. CLEMENS. lL agree with the honorable 
Senator from Iflinois, [Mr. Satetps,} that the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkan- 


sas |Mr. Borvanp] is unconstitutional; and how- | 


ever much | might desire to have the vote of that 
Senator, I trust the Senate will not agree to the 
amendment he proposes. It is a limitation upon 
the power of the President to make appointments, 
and we have no right to make any limitation. 1 
hope, therefore, the Senate will not adopt the 
amendment. 


Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President, it has been 


said that this propos.tion is unconstitutional, [ | 


confess that | am unable to see that itis so. Ifit 
can be shown, however, to be so, I will net only 
not insist upon it, but I will vote most cheerfully 
for the resolution. IL suppose that the suggestion 
that it is unconstitutional, has respect to the pow- 
er and authority, conferred by the Constitution 
upon the President of the United States, to make 
appointments to office. I take it, however, that 


that exclusive power, vested in the President of | 


the United States by the Constitution, relates to 


those Oifices which are established by the Consti- | 


tution; but that offices which we may create by 
law, may also be filled by the law, if such be the 


terms of the act by which we establish them. 
Mr. BROOKE. 


has the right to advise the appointment of any 
officer, and that in passing this resolution, we but 
give that advice which, by the Constitution, we 


are authorized to do; and it is immaterial whether | 


this advice is given before or after the creation of 
the office. 
Senate advises the President to confer on General 
Scott the office or rank of Lieutenant General by 
brevet, and | think that in doing so, it is acting in 
aecordance with the Constitution, and that there- 
fore we have the right to pass the resolution. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, [ feel compelled | 


to vote against this proposition in any shape in 
which it may be presented. 


sons which induce me to give that vote; but as 
the matter is up, | must improve it. The consti- 


tutional difficulty does not trouble me at all. I) 


am against the original proposition, and against 
allamendments. It will be recollected by those 
who take any interest in remembering what so 


humble an individual as myself ever did in the || 


Senate, that when a proposition was before us to 


render a vote of thanks to General Taylor and | 


General Scott for the services which they per- 


formed in the Mexican war, and to thank them | 
for their brilliant achievements in that war, | voted | 


against ittwice The first time I voted alone, in 
a minority of one. When the resolution was first 
passed, there were some members of the Senate 
who thought so differently from me on that occa- 
sion, who were out when the vote was taken, that 
they came in the next day and requested that the 
matter, by general consent, might be voted upon 
again, so that they might have the privilege of re- 


cording their names in favor of it; which being | 


done, | had the privilege of recording my name 
against it the second time. 1 voted against it, be- 
cause I acted upon the same principle as did those 
men of the British House of Commons, who voted 
against thanking British officers for the victories 
they had gained over the American colonies, when 
they believed that the American colonies had the 


right, and the British administration had the | 


wrong, in the contest in which the victories were 
gained. Those distinguished gentlemen said that 
they could not separate a vote of thanks to those 
officers for victories which they had achieved from 
an ee of the war in which the battles were 
fought. They had not subtlety enough to dis- 
tinguish between thanking men for winning a vic- 


_ tory, and approving the object for which the vic- 


tory was won. 
of progress; but I confess, for myself, that I have 
not progressed in the age so far that I have got 
to that rq in which I can make that discrimin- 
ation which the patriots who sustained the Amer- 
ican cause in the time of the Revolution in the 


equal rights, I am unwilling to confer the title pro- | British Parliament could not make. 


— 
ay 


With reference to the consti- | 
tutional point, it appears to me that the Senate | 


By the passage of this resolution, the || 


I would have been | 
glad to have been relieved from stating the rea- || 


It is said that we live in an age. 









- thought—and I am glad of an o 
say it now; I am glad to let it be 
have not been converted—the Mexican y 
just and atrocious. I thought it one that 
the United States as rapacious, and the 
barous. [ think so now. It has ine 
lost nothing of the character which it th 
and of which I then spoke. I believed in. % 
war commenced in injustice, and | belie Was 4 
when the impartial pen of history writes th _ 
of that war, the justice of the sentiment h - 
then pronounced, and which five years of - 
tion have strengthened in my mind, will } rele, 
cated. ° vind 

I believe that the real and substantial Causes th 
we had for the war in which those brilliant y,." 
ries were achieved, were threefold, Thatee 
that Mexico was weaker than we were. The me, 
ond was that she had provinces which we w oat 
and she did not want to give up. And the he 
one was that we wanted those provinces to eaeed 
slavery over them. Those, i believe were - 
| sum and substance of the causes that we coe 

_the war with Mexico. I gather the first from tor 
state of facts which the history of this country 

| closes. During the Administration which : — 
that war in which such a harvest of glory oe 
reaped, we presented this singular spectacle Th 

| Government of Great Britain, whatever else re 
be said of it, I believe, has not been guilty of tk, 

\| crime of pusillanimity and weakness, | belion 
that those patriots who have thundered sania 

her, have not brought against her the unpardon. 

able sin of not beg able to defend her own rivhig 

That Government, at that time, held open posses. 

sion of territory to which the departments o° this 

| Government, which spoke upon it, said oyr tile 
was clear and indisputable—yes, sir, clear and > 

disputable. Great Britain had her forts, and her 

courts, and her armies in possession of territor 

| to which, according to the doctrine of the men who 
carried on the Mexican war, our title was clear 

and indisputable. One would have thought that; 

_ would have been one of the first impulses of pa. 

| triotism to have vindicated the title of this country 
to its own clear and indisputable soil, before jt 

went to attack another nation for soil to which its 
title, to say the least of it, was not quite so clear and 
indisputable. How did we dispose of that contro. 
versy with Great Britain? I will tell you. Read 
the dispatch which Mr. Packenham, the British 

Minister, wrote home to the Secretary of State for 

Foreign Affairs, and he will tell you. It wasa 

letter, not wider than my two fingers. He tells 

| that Minister that the treaty which he—Her Ma 
| jesty’s Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs— 
wrote and dictated, and sent over, was ratified and 
| confirmed, without the alteration or substitution of 

a single letter. ‘That is the way that controversy 

was disposed of; and then the pent-up indiguation 

| of an outraged patriotism was bent upon Mexico, 

, and we went there with our armies. So far asthe 

conduct of our army was concerned, I have noth- 

_ing to say. I believe the officers and men were 

|| brave and skillful. I believe that so far as the 
| mere war, after it was commenced, was concerned, 

| it was carried on as scientifically, as bravely, a 

| honorably, and as gloriously as any war ever was. 

'| Yes, sir, it stands among glorious enterprises, a 

_glorious as any war that was ever carried on in 

| the world; and if it were possible—which some 

| men seem to think it is—to separate a vote accorl- 
| ing thanks and honors to those who fought the 
| battles, from an implied commendation of the cause 
of the war in which they were fought, | would 

_ cheerfully vote for it. But, sir, I cannot; the war 
| has those features in my mind; and as long as the 

1 treble partition of Poland, by the Powers that d- 
| vided it, challenges the condemnation of the worl, 
so long, [ believe, will the war which these Unitel 
States made upon asister Republic, at a time when 
she was rent by intestine commotions, for the pur 


PPOrtunity 
known that | 
ar up. 
Marked 
as Dar. 
Y mind, 


poses for which I believe that war was carried 00, 


| run parallel with it, so far as the judgment of pos 
| terity is concerned. 


Now, sir, I am not certain that these fanatical 
sentiments will not be called treasonable, Mexica" 
sentiments, and instead of defeating, I shall prob 
ably confirm and aid the very measure which 
gupoee.. I amsnot certain that my friend from 

ississippi [Mr. Apams] will not relent, on being 
found in such company, when he comes to 
cord his vote upon this resolution. I am willing 

| that those who are glorified and full of glory" 


1852 


row! 
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n souls, should express it, and I am will- | my position, politely yielding to the invitation | in the very heart and center of the very healthiest 
r own sou® ! : 


the hould give as many encomiums as | thus tendered to me, t warn the Senate against | organization in the country.” They say that every- 


t] yng abe, yn those whom they think deserve this measure. Cr: thing they proposed in 1848, they achieved aud 
he they P But | would suggest to them that there Sir, to-day is the most wholesome day for in- | accomplished, and now they are to have the satis- 
ef therm. easion on which they might have con- | struction in the world, particularly to the majority faction of a double victory. They beat the Dem- 
tr was ® ‘seed General Scott a utle, clearly not un- | in this body. I tell yoa not to be made giddy by — ocrats in 1848, and they beat the Whigs in 1852; 
d ferret onal, which I think would have been | the high places on which youstand. No, sir;one and as becomes modest victors, they now claim, 


d, co more complimentary to his services, and | of your chosen seers has admonished you that having discharged a double duty, a double reward. 
vastlf ) 





t sory to his pride—one, sir, thatmighthave your enlargement is not that of health; that it is | And the editor who lives so near General Pierce 
at galls ur from the representatives of the people, | ‘* swollen. Ihe seeds of disease and decay, fer- that he can almost hear him think, says it will not 
tle c dane the people themselves; and if there had | menting together, are making an unhealthy en- make any difference—that the man who went with 

| aed sis deep-seated desire in hearts which are | largement which may explode. it may explode, the Barn-burners in 1848 to defeat the illustrious 
Me oe a to do a worthy and fitting honor to this | and that which is an image of colossal power ‘w- | Senator from Michigan—I am going to speak right 
1}. ee leader for the siznal~services which he has day, may, from the very inherent weakness of its | out 

gre ed, let me tell the gentlemen that they are a | Constituuon, find that it is but a prostrate trunk Mr. CASS. Oh, do not. 

at - vo tate; the time has gone by; the vote, which | to-morrow. Sir, your President has given us a Mr. HALE. Yes, I will; you will like me 
0. Me be reconsidered, Was taken on the second | most excellent lesson. When the telegraphic | the better when l have spoken than now. Isay 
mn) ca ¢ November last; it is past; and it seems to | Wires flashed upon him the truth that he was | that if in 1848, by the organization then made, they 
* ie’ ww that this looks as if there was a little re- elected by a majority altogether unprecedented, achieved all that they proposed, they had better a 
d, wing in some gentiemen’s hearts. ‘They think | as L doubt not i was altogether unexpected; when | thousand-fold never had such an organization. 
7 ene overthrow and defeat was a little too over- his neighbors and friends assembled with exulta- || And, sir, if I had supposed at that time that the 
, that 


qhe wing, and for the purpose of breaking the fall | Won, aud went to his lodgings to congratulate him object was to appeal to all the humanity and love 
ae -nd soothing the irritation which might otherwise | 00 what they considered so auspicious a result, of liberty, and the fear of God there was in the 
2 1. ooeasioned by the defeat, this little sop of the he admonished them that the hour of triumph was country, and thus train them all in as a drill-ser- 


lieutenant generalship is to be thrown in. In | & Ume for magnanimity. I do not ask any of | geant does his squad, for the purpose of vindica- 


= that point of view, | do not think General Scott | your magnaninity—not the least. If] have any | ting the fancied or real wrongs of Mr. Van Buren, 
d will value it very much. These services, let it be | peutions luke those, 1 shall ask for my friends || inflicted by the friends of General Cass—{ speak 
. v8 embered, were rendered a good while—some here who are around me, (Whig Senators,) and || of him as a historical man now—lI say, if | had 
ne évo or SiX years—ago, and it seems to me,inthat | Hot for myself. My position is one of hostility, | supposed that was the end and aim they had in 
7 view, that this comes rather late. The judgment | not a savage hostility which can be characterized | view, I would sooner have had my right hand sev- 
le of the country, and the judgment of the world, | a8 carrying co war to the knife, and the knife to ered from my body than have gone to the ballot- 
re havealready been passed upon those achievements. | the hilt.’ Nothing of that sort. But | think the | box for suclf a purpose. 

” The judgment of posterity will be made up, and honorable Senator from Indiana {Mr. Brieut} I say, then, that this articleto which I have al- 
» : will not be influenced by any vote which we || has done something to advance the civilization of | luded, has that much pretty distinctly shadowed 
s. may pass upon the proposition which is now be- the age by dropping some of his figures of speech; | out; but [ am sorry, for the sake of that peace and 
- fore the Senate. and in Characterizing the contest, he has gone ; harmony which I wish to see all around me, to 
i8 lam exceedingly sorry that I am placed in the | from the theater of bowie-knives and pistols to || have to state that this editor does not ** think’’ a 
. nosition which renders it necessary for me to make | that of the physician, to the sick chamber, and | little further. He is very clear in thinking in ref- 
; these statements and this explanation of my | has drawn his figures from such scenes, and now | erence to these different factions that have opera- 
7 yiews—not, sir, that I have any hesitancy, at any | Speaks of healthy and unhealthy organizations. | ted in times past. He thinks that it was just as 
Y and at all times, to vindicate myself, but I do not | Yes, sit, L think it is a token of the advancing | meritorious to support Mr. Van Buren in i848, 
; wish, unnecessarily and causelessly, and when | spirit of the age, and it is a good time to exercise | as to support General Cass; and it is no matter 
“ no good can be effected, to say anything that may that spirit. ase _ |, whether a man was in Mr. Polk’s Cabinet or out 
: cause unpleasant feelings or ref ections in any- Now 1 am up, I will say that this is a question | of it: that will neither help nor hurt any man; any 
. body’s breast. which covers the whole field of peace and war, | man can have a clean bill of health as far as that 


While addressing the Senate, I desire to allude | because it authorizes the President to confer a | is concerned, let his position be what it may. But 
to another subject. During the discussion of the || certain rank or create a certain office. Letmesay | the editor is not so clear in regard to some other 


> -_~& 


a ae 


= = 


subject which was under consideration yesterday, || & word or two upon this subject. 1 think we | things; he does not go on to say what he thinks 
a remark fell from the honorable Senator from | have come to this pitch in our history. I think || General Pierce’s opinions are as to the controversy 
Michigan, |Mr. Cass,] which I desired to answer, | it is demonstrated, so far as the science of politics | between Young America and the Oid Fogies. He 
and would have answered, if he had not been out || admits of demonstration, that the experiment | is unfortunately entirely silent upon that subject, 
of his seat when I had the opportunity. He ac- which was commenced with General Jackson, re- | so far as I read the article, unless they may be 
cused me of being unfair in some remarks which | peated with General Harrison, and tried the third | considered as embraced under the various sections 
[had made. The charge of saying or doing any- ume with General Taylor, and the fourth time || into which the party has been divided; and | think 
: thing unfair, is the last charge in the world which | with General Scott, has run out, I think we have || that, so far as that is concerned, both the Old Fo- 
] should like to have laid at my door. It is a || come to that period in our history when that || gies andthe Young Americans may occupy with 
{ very serious charge to come from so high asource; | attempt will not be repeated. The fourth time it || equal hope the anxious stool until some other and 
f and when the honorable Senator recollects thatthe | proved a complete failure. You have now tried a | further developments shall be made. 


charee of unfairness in the ordinary transactions second ex periment—but I will not designate that, There is another thing about which the editor 
of life, between man and man, comes with crush- | because I will leave that for the impartial judg- | is very silent. Hedoes not favor us with what he 
ing force upon an individual, even if he be but his | ment of posterity. But the experiment tried in | thinks are General Pierce’s opinions as to whether 
equal, let him recollect with what overwhelming || the election of Mr. Polk, and repeated in the elec- | the Gulf of Mexico is or is not our basin of water. 
power such a charge must come, when it falls || tion of Mr. Pierce, has been eminently successful, || He is also entirely silent about Cuba, the great 
from such a height as the Senator from Michigan, | and it appears to me that we have approached a || question—the question of questions—about which 
upon so humble an individual as myself. [Laugh- || time somewhat similar to that which it was pre- || all hearts are palpitating, and everybody is so 
er.] Sir, [do not wish to be unfair, or unkind, | dicted we were to have during Mr. Monroe’s ad- | anxious. Why, sir, patriotism is impatient un- 
or unjust to anybody; and if the sentiments which || ministration—an era of good feeling; because | | der check to go and plant the standard of repub- 
I entertain, provoke volleys and tofrents of elo- || see in the Washington Union of this morning an | lican liberty on the shores of Cuba, and to extend 
quence upon those whose feelings are outraged by || extract from the New Hampshire Patriot—do you | the area of freedom over that Island. There 
their expression on the floor of the Senate, | can || know where thatis printed, Mr. President? ILsee | are a great many who, with a patriotic devotion 
say tothe gentleman, wait alittle longer, my time || that extract is put in here, and that in it the views | and a patriotic desire to outrun the impulses of 
is almost out. |, are given of what the editor supposes—he does | Democracy, are anxious to be beforehand on this 
Mr. WELLER. Weare all rejoiced at it. | not ‘intimate that he has talked with General | subject. They are left in the most frightful state 
Mr. HALE. I have no doubt that the honor- || Pierce—but he gives what he supposes are to be | of uncertainty, and it is entirely problematical 
able Senator speaks the truth, and that when he | the characteristics of the incoming Administration. | whether the area of freedom is to receive this en- 
says “we areall rejoiced,”’ he includes those who || And it is to be a glorious time for everybody who | largement, and the friends of it are to receive this 
actwith him. And permit me to say, with all || stands inside of any organization which has the | encouragement from the incoming Administration. 
kindness to the honorable Senator, that [ should || least pretense to health. No matter how sick they Indeed, sir, | have seen some outgivings, or mis- 
think Thad utterly failed in fulfilling my mission, || have been—no matter how rancorously the Barn- | givings—I do not know which to call them, but 
and discharging my duty, if all such men did not || burners may have blown upthe Democracy in 1848, | there were certainly “‘ givings’’—in some of the 
rejoice that | am not to be here much longer. I || if they have repented, and only say they havecome | papers which represent the interest,and you know, 
remember that long and long ago, when ‘aman | on the Baltimore platform in 1852—they are to be | sir, what that is, which controls this country. I 
had a divine commission to proclaim in the ears | esteemed just as good as new, and there is to be | have seen some misyivings or some givings-out 
of an unwilling people and tyrannical power, the || no distinction. A man’s antecedents are no longer | from papers far south of here, which have repre- 
truth, the charge was brought against him,** Thou || to have any force. ‘That substantive is to be biot- canal that it is not so entirely clear that it will be 
art he that troubleth Israel;”? 1 am used to such || ted out of the political dictionary now, and a man | for the interest of gentlemen, Who have been in 
language, is to have no antecedents; but the man who, in | the habit of considering their interest as the inter- 
Let me entreat gentlemen to remember that by | t1852, stands square on the Baltimore platform, no | est of the country, to have Cuba annexed, and it 
the kindness é6f the Senate I am excused from | matter how he got there, nor where he came from, | is seme? problematical in their minds what the 
’ 

| 


‘cling upon any standimg committee, and I take || is to be geceived into fullcommunion. It has been || effect of that annexation would be. Sir, you know 
to be an invitation on the part of the Senate, as | pretty stoutly proclaimed that everything they or- || that a doubt expressed with regard to the practi- 
‘wey have thus excused me from supervision over ganized for in 1843 has been achieved. This has | cability or the expediency of a measure some half 
aay particular subject, to have a general éye over | been proclaimed, not by men who stand outside | a dozen degrees south of here, has more elect 
‘te whole. And, sir, acceding to the aes of of a healthy organization, but by those who stand | upon the calculations of prudent politicians, than 


| 





AO TE ee i hemmace eptambaine . / ~ 


Sad 


Smee set 


} 





110 


. i/ 
a dozen condemnations so many degrees north. 


Therefore | think it is unkind in those who under- 
take to laminate and lubricate upon the views which 
the incoming Administration are to carry out, to | 
be silent upon this great question of the age. 

Sut it may be said that thisis none of my busi- | 
ness. That is true, sir; but you know that when 
we are here we are not to speak for individuals, 
but we should endeavor, if we can, to work up 
our notions to an enlarged and national sense of 
things. Iamtryingtodothat. I am trying to get 
an enlarged, liberal, and national view of things; 
and I declare that | feel the worst apprehensions 
and forebodings, when I see the dark cloud which 
the future hangs over the patriotic foresight of 
those who would carry the American eagle and 
the American standard over the continents and 
islarftls of the sea, by this silence which is main- 
tained by the President elect and his friends. Let 
me tell those gentlemen, if they want my humbla 
opinion, (and [ know it is not worth much,) that 
upon the subject of Cuba they have spoken before 
their time. ‘The idea that the agricultural interests 
want more sugar is a mistake; and the agricultural 
interests of the North, when they find what the 
South have said, will begin to think they have 
quite sweetening enough, and they will not want 
Cuba thrown into the dish. 

Sir, | owe, perhaps, an apology to the Senate | 
for going over these matters upon this resolution; 
but it seemed to me that the time and the occasion 
were appropriate. But I come back to the point 
from which I started, and I end as [ began, by 
saying that the reasons which I stated when the 
subject was up before, and the reasons which | 
have now stated, are such as operate in my mind | 
conclusively to forbid the propriety of conferring 
this rank. It should be remembered that the sub- 
ject has been before Congress once before, and they 
neglected or refused to do it—I do not know 
which—and in law, if a man has an opportunity 
to do a thing, and neglects it, itis just the same | 
as if he refused. The opportunity has been be- 
fore the American Congress preceding this time, 
@ proposition has been before Congress to confer 
it, and yet it did not pass. 

Mr. SHIELDS. It passed the Senate, but | 
failed in the House for want of time. 
Mr. HALE. Congress neglected to pass it; 
and inasmuch as they neglected it when they had 
an opportunity to confer it, they refused, prac- 
tically, at aH events. I am not stating the philo- 
sophical and critical analysis of what the Journals 
show; but | am taking a national view of the 
thing. [Laughter.} And that view is, that the 
proposition was before the country and before 
Congress, and Congress would not agree to it. | 
They neglected or refused to pass it; for the phrases 
are tantamount. The opportunity was before you 
previous to the last presidential election, and you 
declined to confer the honor. If, when General 
Sc ott’s laurels were fresh upon him, and when the 
memory of the events was recent, and their praise 
was filling every tongue, you neglected or refused 


to confer this bauble on him, what will the coun- || 
try say is the reason that you take it up after he 1 ; 

| that we should have robbed Mexico of the whole 
It was, in his view, an unjust || 
/and an outrageous war; but yet when we com- || 
‘(| menced, he tells us his conscience could not be 
satisfied until we had dealt in the wholesale rob- || 


has been defeated for the Presidency? 


And now [ will appeal to those gentlemen who || 


thought with me—no, sir, I will not say that; Ido 


. ‘ | 
not know that there is anybody who thought with 
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Scott. It happened to be my fortune to be ina 
private party a few days afterwards, when some 
one introduced me to the General, very kindly al- 
luding to the fact that 1 had voted and madea 
speech against him. The General happened to 
have done me the honor of reading my poor speech; 
and he said that he had no fault to find; that the 
speech was an offset to the vote, and he had no 
complaint upon the subject. I will mot say that 
I go as far as those who go the furthest, but I 
will say that | go as far as any sensible man can 
prudently go in doing full justice to the honor, the 
patriotism, the skill, the genius, and the bravery, 
and all that sort of thing, of General Scott; but 
inasmuch as | cannot vote for this resolution, with- 
out, in my humble judgment, implying an appro- 
bation of the war in which he achieved his victo- 
ries, | must record my vote against it, and against 
all the amendments. - 

Mr. CLEMENS. Mr. President, I have no 
wish to protract this discussion. I rarely ever 
make speeches without an object in view, either 
when something is to be effected by argument, or 
it is necessary to explain my position. In this 
case | have no idea that a singie vote in the Senate 
can be changed by anything which I can say, or 


by anything which has been said, or will be said. | 


In relation to my position, I have no difficulties 
which it is necessary for me to explain. 

Aside from the fact that the measure is right in 
itself, and eminently just and*proper, there are 


| personal relations between myself and the distin- 


,a child would act towards its parent—cover it with | 


me, but I will say to those gentlemen who thought | 


the Mexican war was unjust, and [ believe there | 


were some such; I believe a majority of the House || 


of Representatives put that opinion in the shape 

of a resolution or amendment, that the war was 
unjust and unconstitutional,—I ask those gentle- | 
men who believed so then, if they do not believe so | 
now? Lask them if the keenness of their moral | 
perceptions has been blunted by the halo of glory 

which the victories that have been achieved, have | 
shed over this matter? If it has, they may vote | 
for this resolution; but if they believed what they 

said then, that that war was an unjustifiable one, | 


| 


guished individual upon whom this honor is pro- || 


posed to be conferred, which render it right and 
proper that it should have emanated from me. I 
am indebted to him for acts of personal kindness. 
| have enjoyed his hospitality at home, and fol- 
lowed his banner in a foreign land, and sat at his 
table in the capital of a conquered nation. 
seen him in almost all the relations of life, as a 
citizen and as a soldier; and | bear testimony not 


merely to his worth as a citizen, not merely to his | 


eminence as a military leader, but to his honesty, 
his integrity, and his patriotism, in every relation 
of life. Sir, if any man ever lived, aside from 
him who was the Father of his Country, who de- 
served this honor, it is he. And not one of those 
who have offered opposition to this resoluséion, 
have dared to question his right to the honor, if 
the resolution should be passed. 

I do not mean to make any argument in support 
of the resolution. I do not mean to reply to what 
has been said. I should like to know how it is 
possible for me to reply with becoming temper to 


a man who dares to get up in the face of the Amer- | 


ican Senate, and utter a libel upon hiscountry. If 
that country was wrong, it becomes him to act as 


amantle which no eye could penetrate. He who 
glories in getting up here in the face of the Senate 
and denouncing the acts of his country, is un- 
worthy to live under the institutions which our 
fathers have transmitted to us. Nor, sir, could I 


reply to an individual who gets up here, and tells 


you that this war was unjust and iniquitous, and 
yet at the same time avows that it was his desire 


of her possessions. 


“ae of all the Mexican possessions. 


Nor, sir, is it necessary for me to allude to that || 


other budget which has been opened to us, in ref- 


| erence to the Barn-burners of 1848, General Pierce’s 


| 


| 


Task them by what code of ethics, or by what | 


process of reasoning, they come to the conclusion | 
that it is consistent with that opinion to confer this | 
honor upon General Scott? 
A few words more and I shalltake my seat. I 
cannot be misunderstood or misrepresented in re- 
gard to the opinions which | entertain of General | 
Scott on this occasion. When this matter was | 
up before, [ made some poor remarks upon the | 
subject, and I did, so far as wy abilities would al- 
low me, full justice to the character of General |, 


Cabinet, Cuba, and the Gulf of Mexico. What 
possible connection -have all these with the oh 
which is now under the consideration of the Sen- 
ate? Weare called on to vote upon a simple res- 
olution conferring an honor, and a high one, upon 
a distinguished individual who, it is admitted, has 
merited it. Give mea reason why it should not 
be done. Give mea reason why the office should 
not be created. I trust, sir, that there is no man 
here—that there is no narrow-minded bigot in our 
midst, who would permit his party or his personal 
feelings to influence his conduct on suchan oc- 
casion. 


all that he can make. 


I did not propose to say one word upof this | 
et the vote be taken at | 


resolution. I proposed to 
once; but if any discussion should become neces- 
sary hereafter, I shall take part in it. 


BE. 


I have | 


And if there be any low demagogue who | 
fancies he can make credit by it, he is welcome to | 





ti A ica Dee, 21, 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr, President, the Senator fr. 
New Hampshire suggests that, finding meee 
the company I am in, [ should perhaps be yee in 
to change my position, and vate differentive 
have found that all questions have iivaciien I 
good and bad, and therefore | never for’ — 
opinions from the ability of the advocates a hu 
one side or the other of a question; but if ae he 
could induce me to change*the position on 
have assumed in reference to this question—i¢ 1. 
case should turn upon the justice or injuatic ™ 
the late war with Mexico, as assumed by the & : 
ator from New Hampshire, then Most assur a 
I should change my vote. I differ with that S¢ } 
ator in all three of the positions which he took - 
differ with him as to the three reasons which } 
assumed why the Mexican war, that unholy and 
unjust war, as the Senator calls it, was commences 
by this country; and it is not improper, as | call 
vote finally upon this proposition with the vay:\, 
man, for me to declare that I differ with be 
entirely upon every one of his propositions, g 
I happerted to have the fortune to be enabled to fant 
a tolerably accurate opinion, I think, of the motives 
which controlled the late President of the United 
States, who had charge of the Government a: that 
time, (Mr. Polk,) and I say to the Senator thy: 

| neither a desire for the conquest of any portion of 
the territory of Mexico, nor a desire to extend the 
institution of slavery, nor a desire to extend the 
area of freedom, formed any portion of that dis. 
| tinguished man’s motives, He lived, sir, in q 
higher atmosphere—he was too pure a patriot to 
allow any such unworthy motives to actuate his 
conduct. 

I shall not consume the time of the Senate by 
going into the particular circumstances of that war, 
Sufficient be ut for me briefly to allude to fae 
which are simple and plain, and which every in. 
partial mind, by reference to the history of the 
times, must know and understand. A  dispyie 
existed in relation to the territory lying between 
the Nueces and the Rio Grande. It was claimed 

_ by our Government, and the President believed 
to be his duty to preserve the rights of this coun- 
try there. General Taylor, who had the com- 
mand of our gallant little army at that time, gave 

, it as his opinion that the army should remove 

| from where it was to some point nearer the Rio 
Grande. General Taylor received express in- 
| structions from the proper Department, to proceed 
according to his own suggestions; and he did act 
with great prudence and caution. He was upon 
territory which was believed to belong to the 
United States when the war was commenced by 
the Mexican Government. I shall not go into the 
arguments produced at the time to show that the 

_ Mexican war was necessary in order to preserve 

| the honor of the country. The Mexicans them- 
selves deemed it proper to commence the war in 

_ order to preserve the power of the existing Presi- 

| dent of that Republic; and they themselves boasted 
they had commented it. War was commenced 
by the act of Mexico, as was declared by a vote 
of the Congress of the United States, and as the 
history of the country shows to be true. There: 
fore it was not a war commenced for any of the 
unholy purposes imputed to the President of the 
United States. 

But, sir, the Senator from New Hampshire has 
thought proper to admonish my friend from Cal- 
fornia [Mr. Wetter] and others as to what 
course they should pursue in future, and has givet 

| us prophecies as to what will be the result. lt 
will be recollected by Senators that some time 
since, in this Hall, prior to the meeting of the Ns 

| tional Convention of the Democratic party in June 
| last, the same Senator warned the Democratit 
|| party in similar strains, that if they incorporated 


the fugitive slave law into the Baltimore platform, 
or placed one negro upon their pole, they would 
/ annihilated and destroyed; and informed us thet 
_ if they did so, the Buffalo Democrats could hardly 
stand upon the platform. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow mea si 
gle word of explanation ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. “4 

Mr. HALE. The Senate will recollect! 
what I said was printed, and I presume it was— 
told the gentleman and hig friends, that if they 
adopted the fugitive slave law, or anything of that 
|| Sort, if they put a negro upon their platform, the 
| consequence to which I alluded would ensue," 
|| less the Whigs should be fools enough to follow 
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1852. 
the same track. 
++ was so printed. : 
I +. ADAMS. Well, sir, I had only a slight 
= in of the remark of the gentleman, but I 
e heard his warning voice before, 


rec e 


yw that I had 


. | witnessed the result; and although I do 
and | —a at the Senator proved a false prophet, 
not 8) > heard his voice once in warning, and 
yes ’ ae to come in the same way now, I pre- | 
ose it was just about as harmless. We must 
evolject that the distinguished Senator was a com- 
ree of the great general whom it is intended to 
Pr al y this resolution; and his usual modesty I 
sald have thought would have prevented him 
fom assailing the resolution, particularly as he 
1 oe oyeat deference for the people, and the people 


yee decided against him. He was not altogether 
~aafied, he says, with the platform assumed by 
the Whig party. He thinks they were guilty of 
i.» «ame fault, to some extent; but | would ask 
chat Senator if he did not, in his tour as a candi- 
himself draw a striking distinction between 
ssratic platforms upon this 


date. 
tl Whig and the De: 
Oe HALE. Mr. President, I did, and I will 
state it, if the Senator wishes me to do so. 
Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. Can 
Mr. HALE. Well, fam glad to hear it, and I 
think it shows the gentleman’s taste in wanting 
eto tell it. In the discussions in which I en- 
~aved 1 uniformly spoke this language when [ re- 


ferred to the platforms; I said that in a moral | 
noint of view I did not think there was the least | 


jigerence between them in the world, but practi- 
cally there was; I put it in this way: The Whig 
narty resolved 


«to deprecate’’ means to pray against, and there- 


that they would ‘‘deprecate and | 
dscountenance agitation.’” Well now, said J, | 


fore tne Whigs are obliged to pray against agita- | 


ron: they have aright to do that. They pledge 


ul 


themselves, secondly, to discouMtenance agitation, || 


and that they can do without going out of their 
track, simply by standing still and making faces; 
and that is all the Whigsare bound to do by their | 


platform, ‘to deprecate and discountenance. ”’ 


But I said the Democrats were bound to go further; | 


they were bound ‘‘to resist.”’ If there was a 


place where fanatical sentiments were to be ut- | 
tered, a Whig could stand still with a sober face | 
and a serious countenance, and pray you not to | 


vo in, and he would have done all that the plat- 
form required him to do; but if you did go in and 
the Democrat undertook to carry out the doctrine 
of his platform, he must follow you, knock you 
down and carry you out. 
ence, and that was all | said about the platforms. 

Mr. ADAMS. 
country, | presume, what distinction the gentle- 
man drew between the two platforms; he had one 
of his own; and we all know the appreciation of 
the country of that platform. 

I shall vote against the resolution under consid- 
eration for reasons which I suggested when I first 
addressed the Senate, that I believe all the honor 
that can be conferred upon General Scott for his 
services in the late war has properly been con- 
ferred by the vote of thanks of this body; and the 
mere creation or conferring of the title of lieuten- 
ant general upon him adds no additional honor, 
sets a bad precedent, and im this country of equal 


rights, is, in my humble judgment, improper. I | 


shall not vote against it, however, for any of the 


reasons assigned by the Senator from New Hamp- | 


shire. His reasons are peculiar to himself. He 
takes great pleasure in being singu! ar, in thinking 
as no other man thinks; and as th ut is his glory, 
he is certainly entitled to its benefi s. 

Mr. CHARLTON. 
tor from New Hampshire is in the habit of indul- 
ging in prophecies here, many of which, I believe, 
have proved untrue. I have, however, the great 


Mr. President, the Sena- | 


That was the differ- | 


Itis not very material to the | 


pleasure to say to him, that one prophecy which | 
he has made is certainly true, for he has convjnced | 


me that it is my duty to vote for the resolution 
under consideration. 

Sir, the Senator tells us that we shall soon be 
clear of him. I, sir, am sorry to’say to him that 
the Senate will also soon be clear of me, and which 
will be the greatest misfortune the country will 
have to judge between us. If I were to remain 
here, [ should never expect to get clear of the hon- 
orable Senator from New Hampshire. I believe 
that if he were buried in slave soil he would as 
certainly rise from the dead and solve the problem 


That is whatl said, and | which he announced the other day, whether a dead | 


| man could resign, as any other human being in | 


| this whole created world. 
Mr. HALE, That is the best compliment | 
have ever had paid to me. 
| Mr. CHARLTON. I have another compli- 
ment for the Senator. I believe his spirit of fun 
is so great, that it would not be in the power 
of death to hold him. from it, that is, provided 
there were not some powers that might hold him 
despite all he might do to get away. {Laughter.] 
| Lam too wise a man to enter into a contest with a 
gentleman so well skilled as the Senator from 
New Hampshire; and if he will excuse me, I will 
now let him alone, and say a few words on the 
subject under consideration. 

Mr. President, the question before us is sim- 
ply this: Shall we vote to confer an honor upon 
a distinguished soldier of our country? Why 
should we not do it? Is it because we believe 
that war to have been unholy and unrighteous? 
I believe no such thing; and if the gentleman from 
New Hampshire will allow me to make another 
remark with regard to him, | will tell him that 
I do not believe in all sincerity, when he looks 
closely into the motives and feelings of his heart, 
that he can suppose that the reasons which he 
gave for the commencement of the Mexican war, 
are true. Does he believe that the spirit of the 
Revolution has so far failed of its lesson, that this 
country is in the condition of the man described by 
Dickens, who, having been thoroughly whipped 
by a large man, went round the corner, and pick- 
ing up a little fellow, thrashed him for the sake of 
retaliation! Yet that is the condition in which the 
honorable Senator places the United States, as be- 
tween Great Britain and Mexico. Let metell him 
that the time never will come when such motives 
will influence the United States merica—that 
| there is too brave a heart within’ bosom, to 
beat from any such consideration af that. For 
one, I think that it was clemency which ended the 
| war, and not cowardice which began it. 

In reference to the other consideration mentioned 
by the Senator, I will say, that if that did enter 


into it, | would not, for that reason, refrain from | 


voting for this resolution. Then why should I 
not vote for it? | confess that before | heard the 
speech of the Senator from New Hampshire, I 
had some democratic misgivings—not in reference 
to the man whom it is designed to honor—not in 
reference to the fact that he had been a candidate 
for a high office, for which I never could have voted 
for him—but in reference to the additional power 
which might be couferred upon him by it. But, 
after all, when you look seriously at that, what is 
it buta name? And why should we not confer 
the name if it has been deserved ? 
son be assigned ? 





that course of reasoning, we might stop short at 
the major generalship, and say that it bordered 
upon aristocracy to confer that rank. 

Sir, let us do justice at all times. 
cogent reasons to prevent me voting for General 
Scott for the Presidency. I would not vote for 
him because he was a W hig; and I did not vote for 





| him because I did not believe that his talents ran | 


in that order. No man isan Admirable Crichton 
in these days. But I will cheerfully vote, since 
the Senator from New Hampshire has put it on 
the footing which he has done, to confer this title 
on General Scott, for he has deserved it. Only 


a war with Mexico through cowardice and weak- 
ness! The Senator frorn [Illinois has truly told us 


heart of the enemy’s country; they were mowed 


| way, bravely and successfully, to the achievement | 
Shall we be kept from con- | 
ferring this honor from any such considerations as | 
i No, sir. J | 
anxiously and earnestly desire to confer this honor | 


of the highest honors. 


those which have been presented? 


on General Scott, and! would vote for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas did I not feel, 
did I not believe that that would be inconsistent 
with the Constitution of the country. 
| General Scott that I mean the compliment. 


down by the iron hail, and yet they fought their | 
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Lil 
jection to my amendment. I do not care particu- 
laity about it, and it is possible, as gentlemen 
learned in the Constitution have suggested, that it 
may be unconstitutional. I therefore beg leave to 
withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. PRATT. Tf thought it rather unkind on 
the part of my honorable friend from Mississippi, 
{Mr. Avams,] that he should have called upon the 
Senator from New Hampshire to be the exponent 
of the Whig platform. A more unfit person to per- 
form that duty does not live in the United States. 
As I was one of the supporters, in the late cam- 
paign, of the distinguished individual whom this 
resolution is intended to honor, and to whom that 
platform referred, I beg to make in regard to it a 
single observation, which I desire to go to the 
country. , 

The platform to which the Senator has referred 
was one differing from the Democratic platform 
only in this, that General Scott, in his letter of 
acceptance, distinctly stated that he would not ap- 
point to office any man who entertained opinions 
different from those stated in the platform. There 
was no such doctrine announced by the opposite 
candidate; but, according to the honorable Sena- 
tor’s statement,—if he may be supposed to under- 
stand the feeling of the dominant party ,—a general 
amnesty has been declared. The honorable Sen 
ator from Ohio, [Mr. Crase,] who sits before me, 
has said here, in the presence of his Democratic 
brethren of the Senate, that he belongs to the ma- 
jority of this body—that he belongs to the great 
Democratic party. According, therefore, to the 
pees to which the Senator from New Hampshire 
vas referred, and which he supposes to be the ex- 
ponent of the opinions of General Pierce, he is 
one of those who may be the recipients of the 
highest honors under the President elect. Sir, if 
General Scott had been elected, the honorable Sen- 
ator from Ohio would have been entirely and abso- 
lutely excluded from the possibility of receiving 
any office from him, and so would the Senator 
from New Hampshire. I[t was, therefore, proba- 
ble that we should see, as we have seen in the late 
political contest, every one connected with the po- 
litical association to which those gentlemen belong, 
voting and doing all they could against the old 
hero; and it is, therefore, that: we find them now 
united in opposing him, even in this resolution 


|| complimentary to him. 


Can any rea- | 
If we were to go down into the | 
region of metaphysical subtleties, and follow out | 


There were 


think, sir, of the idea of our country entering into | 


that a small band of men threw themselves into the | 


But it is for | 


I think there is no danger of this being con- | 
ferred by the President upon anybody else, and, 


present form. 


therefore, I shall vote for the resolution in its | 


Mr. BORLAND. There seenis to be some ob- | 


Mr. BRADBURY. The Senator will allow 
me to inquire if he meant to have it understood 
that the Senator from Ohio was one of the sup- 

orters of General Pierce? 

Mr. PRATT. Ido notknow. Efe announces 
himself, as I understood him, to belong to the ma- 
jority of the Senate. 

Mr. BRADBURY. No, sir. 

Mr. WELLER. No, sir; he does not belong 
to us. : 

Mr. PRATT. I do not know where or to 
whom he belongs, but I know he said, in the pres- 
ence of the Senate this morning, (as ! and those 
around me understood him,) that he did belong to 
the majority party in this bod y—to the great Dem- 
ocratic party—to that party, therefore, which, ac- 
cording to the paper published at Concord, and 
referred to by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
is privileged to receive any of the offices which 
may be conferred upon the supporters of General 
Pierce. 

I listened to the speech of the Senator from New 
Hampshire with some attention. He spoke for 
about one hour. 

Mr. HALE. 
as that. 

Mr. PRATT. Yes, sir, the Senator spoke for 
one hour, and there was but one single observation 
made by him which had any reference whatever 
to the resolution under consideration, and that 
was, that although General Scott, for his military 
achievements, fully deserved everything which the 
resolution proposes to give him, yet that he could 
not consent to give it to him, and why ? Because 
he cannot separate those achievements from the 
war which he believes to have been unjust and 
improper. Sir, that is a principle which it would 
be horrible to have go abroad, as being entertained 
by the members of the Senate of the United 
States. 

What is that sentiment when ‘you come to 
analyze it? Suppose a war is declared by the 
constitutional authorities of the country, the com- 
|mander of your Army or your Navy who meets 


I did not think I spoke 80 long 
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f. 
the enemy, must be bound, according to the Sena- 
tor’s theory, to inquire into the justice of the war; 
and should he come to the conclusion that it was 
unjust, he could not conscientiously discharge his 
professional duties. If the theory of the honor- 
able Senator is to be carried out, every officer of 
the Army and Navy will be bound to inquire and 
judge whether a war is in bis opinion just, before 
he enters the list on the side of his country. 

Sir, | cannot believe that the Senator from» New 
Hampshire is sincere in saying that he would vote 
for this resolution were it not for the circumstance 
which he has mentioned; because lam sure he 
cannot think that a soldier in a war constitution- 
ally declared, does not deserve credit for the faith- 
ful discharge of his duty, merely for the reason 
that in the Senator’s opinion, the war was unjust. 
Therefore I conclude that | am right in attributing 
the opposition of that Senator, and the Senator 
from Ohio who sits before me, and of those who 
are connected with their political association, to 


the true cause, that of their opposition to Genera | 


Scott upon the grounds to which I have already 
referred. 

My only object in rising was to say a word in 
reference to the commentary upon the Whig plat- 
form, made by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
and having done that, I will not further oceupy 
the time of the Senate. 

Mr. CHASE. So far, Mr. President, as the 
honorable Senator from Maryland has undertaken 
to interpret my motives, he has failed most signally. 
I have been governed in what [ said by a simple 
desire to discharge my duty as a Senator, and to 
state as clearly and succinctly as possible the 
grounds on which I should feel myself constrained 
to vote. I have been actuated, in no degree what- 
ever, by any desire to impair in the least, any 
title of theillustrious General whose name has 
been so frequently introduced into this debate to 
the honor, respect, or gratitude of his country; I 
have no more to say upon that point. 

In respect to my political position, I prefer al- 
ways that my acts shall speak. I care very little 
about mere names. I call myself a Democrat, 
and so long as I am satisfied that the principles 
which I hold are sound and democratic, and the 
applications which | propose to make of those 
principles are just and proper, it matters very little 
to me by what name the principles or the action 
may be called by others. Epithets are always 
cheap, but not eb fit. 


Every Senator, I think, with whom I have served | 


during the past three years, will do me the justice 
to say that | have upon all occasions steadily 
avoided every word and act which could in any 
way wound or offend any one of my fellow Sena- 
tors. I have, indeed, endeavered to maintain, 
honestly, fearlessly, without reserve, the princi- 
ples which I hold, and to vindicate their proper 
applications, but I have endeavored to do so with 
entire courtesy to all. 

And now, Mr. President, with no more preface, 
let me say that I claim no identification with the 
Democratic party as organized upon the Baltimore 
platform. I did not vote for their candidate at the 
recent election. The platform constructed at Bal- 


timore, in my judgment, deserved any name rather | 


than that ofa sound exposition of Democratic prin- 
ciples; and when the distinguished gentleman who 


was nominated by the Convention—for whom asa | 


man, as a citizen, as a soldier and as a statesman, 
1 cherish all possible respect—placed himself upon 
that platform, I felt myself constrained by fidelity 
to my own convictions to withhold from him my 
support; and under similar circumstances, | should 
dosoagain. I have never learned to ask how man 

stand with me, but whether I stand upon the alle 
of principle and of truth. I can stand there alone, 
if necessary. It is moreagreeabfe, doubtless, to 


stand surrounded by friends and supporters, but | 


it is not impossible, sustained by the consciousness 
of right purpose, to stand alone. I am quite will- 
ing, therefore, to absolve the whole body of 
compromise Democrats in the Chamber and out of 


|| return the Saeen 


it, from all responsibility for any sayings or actions | 


of-mine. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am glad of what | 
has happened, and I hope this debate will not be | 


without profit. I wish, though, to pay a little 
attention to the honorable Senator from Mary- 
land, (Mr. Prarr.] I appealed once, some years 


ago,—it is a matter of history, or I would not al- | 


lude to it,—to the Senate for protection in what | 
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I conceived to be the rights of an individual in de- 
bate, and the Senate decided; upon a formal vote, 
that it was in order to accuse a man of acting here 
from other motives than those which should actu- 
ate a Senator. That, you will find amongst your 
recorded decisions; but the rule of parliamentary 
law is different, and it is this: ‘*The consequences 
of a measure may be reprobated in strong terms, 
but to arraign the motives of those who propose to 
advocate it, is a personality, and against order.” 
Therefore, sir. | contend that when the Senator 
from Maryland says that I am not sincere, and do 
not mean what I say, if he had said it of any man 
that was inside of a healthy organization he would 
have been out of order. 

I am glad of a remark which fell from the hon- 
orable Senator from Georgia. It indicates to my 
mind progress, and progress in the right direction. 
He said he had some democratic prejudices, and 
was inclined to go against this measure, but my 
speech rather convinced him that he was going 
wrong. That is the very thing I want. I want 
to drive—I do not use the word opprobriously— 
the ** old hunkers”’ all into one pen. That is the 
very end and aim we are driving at; andl am glad 
that I find that one, occupying so conspicuous a 
place as my friend from Georgia, is heeding the 
force of our arguments, notexactly in the way we 
put them; but he has listened to me very much in 
the way in which it was said a sailor recommended 
to get a pig on board a vessel, and that was to 
put his nose towards the vessel, and catch hold 
of his tail and pull him backwards. By some such 
process of reasoning, | have convinced the Senator 
from Georgia; but he has gone to the right place, 
and we will set up anotherstonethere. We have 
made progress, and made it in the right direction. 

But I want to thank the Senator from Mary- 
land. What I have said before was not to thank 
him; but I desire now to thank him seriously. He 
says of all men in the United States, I am the last 
one to give an exposition of the Whig platform. 
Now, sir, this is the sixth year of my term in the 
Senate, and if I have achieved that, I have done 
all that I proposed; and I can, like Simeon, ‘* de- 
pert in peace;”’ for it has been the great complaint 

yrought against me at home, that while | was 

here, I was a Whig all the time—that is, a Whig 
| in disguise, and not very much disguised at that. 
| Now, I have the certificate of the honorable Sena- 
| tor from Maryland, that of all the men in the 
world, | am the very last to speak in exposition 
of the Whig platform. Sir, 1 am rejoiced-at that. 
But let me tell the honorable Senator that I never 
undertook to speak for it, and the honorable Sen- 
ator from Mississippi did not call upon me to speak 
for it, but he called upon me to give an exposition 
which I had given of it in a recent visit which I 
_madeto the West. 

The honorable Senator from Georgia altogether 
over-estimates my powers, both of reasoning seri- 
ously, or of being humorous. Sir, it is no sort of 
merit in a man to exhibit humor if he has the sub- 
jects of ita'l around him. But when a man has 
to travel away off at a distance, and from the fields 
of imagination to bring up something to excite 
the ludicrous, there is some merit in it. But when 
aman has subjects all around him, and he has 
only just to put out his hand and touch them, 
there is no great merit in it. ‘The Senator, there- 
fore, estimates my powers altogether too highly. 
Upon another field, I have no doubt [ should most 
signally fail. The compliment is to the richness 
of the material, and not to the skill of the oper- 
ator. [Laughter.] 

Having said thus much, I come back to the 
question. In regard to that, the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maryland paid me a compliment, though 
he did not mean todo so. He said that I made 
one remark which was applicable to the subject 
before us. I desire to be just, and I wish I could 

{Laughter.] But, sir, I 
have prescribed to myself in bestowing compli- 
ments and in the uttering of witticisms that which 
utterly forbids it, and that is to speak nothing but 
the truth; and that shuts the mouth of compliment 
on this occasion. Although it is, as I understand 
it, almost always out of order for one person to 
impeach the motives of another, I will say this, 
that, so far as General Scott is concerned, what I 
say about him [ said years ago, before he was 
nominated, and before 1 thought he would be 
nominated, I thought then, and I said, that so 
far as the mere soldier goes, he does merit as much 
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loudest jn his favon 


|| as those who have spoken the 
| have asserted. 


I wish | had the power to make wha 


. : t is so 

and plain to my own mind, a little plainer te cle 

|one else. I wish I had the power of makine mh 
Pal. 


pable the proposition that a vote of 
general after a victory does include approbat 
| the war. The honorable Senator sa 8 th: 10N of 
doctrine is monstrous, or horrible—] ra note 
| which epithet he used; but, I believe, both “tee 
he know the author of the sentiment? ¢;. 
| he does; because I know that Marylane 
in scholars and in scholarship, and I ¢ 
it is not all engrossed by one of the Senators ¢, 
Maryland. Sir, the author of that « horribies 
sentiment was Lord Chatham, the elder Pitt: ana 
the oceasion for expressing it was on a yow 
| thanks to some of the British officers for the y.. 
| tories they had gained over the American colonies 
| And further than that, the honorable Senos, 
| wants to know what an officer is to do wh 
| called upon to fight in an unjust war, 
| same history will tell him; and it will 
| that there.were officers in the British army who 
| when they were ordered to draw their Swords ir, 
/an unconstitutional and oppressive war, tendered 
| their commissions to Elis Majesty, 
| Mr.CASS. Who were they? 
| Mr. HALE. Read my former speech, and yoy 
will find it there. ; 
Mr. CASS. I would rather refer to you noy 
There may have been one such instance. 


| 
| Mr. HALE. There was. 
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Mr. CASS. I say there may have been one. 
| Mr. HALE. I wish there had been one in this 
country. I tell you, if there had been one, he 
would have been President. If General Scout had 
done it, it would have elected him. Gentlemen 
are altogether mistaken when they undertake tp 
judge what the popular sentiment is by certain 
manifestations which are easily manufactured, byt 
which do not come from the heart of the people, 
But I will leave the subject. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
as amended, and the amendments were concurred 
in 


Mr. SHIELDS. In accordance with the sug- 
gestion of the honorable Senator from Michigan, 
I move that the word ‘ revived ”’ be stricken out, 
and the word ‘‘ created ’’ inserted in its stead. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays on the 
engrossment of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Brooke, Butler, 
Cass, Chariton, Clemens, Cooper, Davis, De Saussure, 
Dixon, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Fish, Geyer, 
| Gwin, Hunter, James, Jones of Tennessee, Mason, Miller, 
| Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Smith, 
Soulé, Spruance, Underwood, Upham, and Wade—3i. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bradbury, Bright, Catheart, 
Chase, Felch, Hale, Hamlin, Norris, Sumner, Toucey, and 
Walker—12. - 

So the joint resolution was ordered to a third 
reading. It was subsequently read a third time 
and passed, 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. PEARCE. There are two vacancies in 
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Instiu- 
tion, which it is very desirable and necessary 
should soon be filled. I therefore ask leave to in- 
troduce a joint resolution ‘* for the appointment 
of Regents in the Smithsonian Institution.” 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
read a first and second time, and considered by 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. It 
provides that the vacancies in the Board of Re 
gents in the class ‘* other than members of Con- 
| gress,”’ be filled by the appointment of Alexander 
| Dallas Bache, of the city of Washington, and John 
| McPherson Berrien, of the State of Georgia. _ 
| The resolution was reported to the Senate with- 
| out amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
|, a third time and passed. 


TEXAS DEBT. 

Mr. PEARCE. I rise toask the Senate to take 
up the bill ‘to provide for the payment of such 
‘creditors of the late Republic of Texas as are com- 
‘prehended in the act of Congress of September 
* 9th, 1850,” simply for the purpose of making 
the special order of an early day in January. 











Mr. Pearce, it was ordered that the bill be post 


| 
| ! 
| The motion was agreed to; and, on motion of 
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